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declaration contained in the message of the Presi- 
dent—that the war exists by the act of Mexico, 
and that we have taken all honorable means to 
srevent it—to be an untruth; and, believing so, I 
will make that declaration here; and I will en- 
deavor, in the short time allotted me, to state some 
of the reasons whichlead me to that conclusion. 
As to the course, sir, which I shall pursue in 
future in reference to the prosecution of this war, 
[ will say, in advance, that I shall judge for myself 
when the cases come up. 1 wil 
the best I can for the occasion ; to do my duty 
faithfully under all the circumstances. But, sir, I 
believe, that if any of our revolutionary patriots 
were upon this floor, if they stood here represent- 
ing any portion of the people, North or South, 






endeavor to do | 


and my friend over the way, the chairman of the | 


Committee on Military Affairs, should come for- 
ward in the name of the President, and ask fur an 
increase of the army or a new levy of volunteers 
to prosecute such a war as this, those ardent patri- 
ots would say to him, as the stern old Roman said 
to the emissary of Caesar: 


« Bid him disband his legions ; 
Restore the commonwealth to liberty ; 
Submit his actions to the public censure, 
And stand the judgment of a Roman Senate: 
Pid him do this, and Cato is his friend. 
Nay, more; though Cato’s voice was never raised 
To clear the guilty or to varnish crimes, 
Myself will mount the rostrum in his favor, 
And strive to gain his pardon from the people.” 


Such I believe would be the language and feel- | 


ings of those who fought the battles of freedom, or 
deliberated in the halls of Congress in the early 
days of the republic. But enough of this. 

The message, Mr. Chairman, declares that the 


existing war with Mexico was neither desired nor || 


provoked by the United States; on the contrary, 
all honorable means were resorted to to avert it! 


This declaration I believe to be absolutely wntrue; | 


and it will be the object of my remarks to sustain 
this position. 


I believe the President, in making | 


that declaration, has made a statement which is not | 
supported, but is in reality contradicted, by the | 


facts of the case. 
to sustain this declaration? Why, sir, the first 
charge he brings against Mexico 1s, that she has 
committed spoliations upon our commerce, and has 
refused to make reparation. Now, my first re- 
mark in relation to this part of the message is, that 


it is hardly magnanimous in the President of the | 


United States to go behind the treaty of 1839. 


How does the President attempt | 


Suppose Mexico was guilty of faults previous to | 


that period, she confessed those faults in that treaty 
and promised reparation. That should have in- 
duced him to stop short at that period. By the 
treaty of 1839 a joint commission was created to 
examine and audit the claims of our citizens. 
That commission remained in session until the ex- 
piration of the period to which it was limited by the 
treaty; and they awarded to our citizens $2,026,139. 
Mexico represented to us subsequently that, owing 
to the embarrassed state of vate ens Be she could 
not conveniently make these payments at the time 
specified, and, by another treaty into which the 


two Governments entered in 1843, it was stipu- | 


lated that Mexico should pay the interest on this 


sum up to April, 1843, and then pay the principal, | 


with accruing interest, in five years—to be paid 
in quarterly instalments. Now, I do not justify 
Mexico in the course she has pursued subsequent- 
ly to this treaty. Iam willing to admit that her 
conduct deserves rebuke and‘enaure. At the same 
time I am compelled to ackno wledge that there are 
some circumstances in this cas: which go to miti- 
gate the enownity of her proceedings. Such was 
the condition of the affairs of that country,and such 
the desire of her Government to meet the instal- 
ments provided for in that treaty, that Santa Ana 
levied a forced loan, apportioned among several of 
the provinces or departments of that Government, 


| 


omer 
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pired, when another instalment fell due. She was 
| unable at the time to meet this demand in money; 
she, however, contends that she has paid the fourth 
and fifth instalments, and shows the receipt of an 
agent appointed by our Government to that effect. 
That agent, however, contends that he received 
certain orders or drafts on mercantile houses, having 
a lien upon the Mexican treasury, and that these 
drafts have been dishonored. but let us hear his 
own words upon this subject. 
| agent, says in a letter to Mr. Slidell: 

“For the avowed purpose of liquidating the recognised 
American claims, General Santa Ana, the head of the Mexi- 
can Government, in May, 1843, decreed the collection of a 
forced loan, to be distributed in certain proportions through 
the departments of this republic, and paid at periods cor- 
responding to those stipulated in the convention to that efleet 
with the Government of the United States. This measure, 
essentially unpopular, could only bave emanated from a gov- 
ernment as absolute as that of Santa Ana then was, and 
even with the aid of his unlimited powers, was very imper- 

| feetly enforced, while the temptation to a misapplication of 
the funds collected amidst the difficulties by which Santa 
Anajwas surrounded is sutliciently obvious. From these 
| coneurring circumstances, the Mexican Government was 
absolutely unable to pay the instalment which became due 
) in April, 1844; and in July of the same year, when another 
instalment should have been paid, the incapacity of the Gov- 
| ernment to fulfil its engagements had become still greater. 
The arrears due at that period on the American claims 
amounted to 4274,664 67. 
“ About this time publie attention was directed to the 
| Terun question with renewed force: and amidst the angry ex- 
citement which it occasioned, the press found a populur theme 


|| for complaint in the payment of the American claims, and 


1 freely advocated its discontinuance.”? 


Here we have the declaration of our agent on 
the spot, that the failure of Mexico is, in some de- 
| gree at least, chargeable upon ourselves. We all 
know that prior to April 30, 1844, the period at 
which Mexico became delinquent, a treaty was 
gotten up clandestinely by the President of the 
United States for the annexation of Texas to this 
country. 
by the Senate. But it was immediately madea 
question before the people, and the candidate of 
one of the cites who is now the President 
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Mr. Voss, our | 


It is true that that treaty was rejected | 


| of the United States—was nominated almost solely | 


because he was pledged to annexation. All this 
was known in Mexico. 
making by our people to despoil her of what she 
| regarded as one of her own departments, a portion 
of her republic. This would naturally produce an 
obstacle in the way of obtaining the means to meet 
these instalments. The Mexican Government ap- 
past to have acted in good faith, as will be seen 
) 


was not until our folly and madness, in relation to 
Texas, excited her people, that the Government 


was in fault, and I fear that an impartial world 
will not pronounce us faultless in this matter. 
But, for the sake of the case, 1 will admit that 
Mexico was altogether in the wrong. She failed 
to meet her just debts. But I maintain that this, 
under all the circumstances of the case, was no just 
cause of war. My friend from Ohio [Mr. Gi- 
pines] alluded to the repudiating States of this 
Union, and justly remarked that many of the gen- 
tlemen on this floor who were so clamorous for 


failed to pay their debts, and have given Great 


co, so far as the non-payment of debts is con- 
cerned, 

I will allude to another instance of repudiation. 
Mexico is not the only nation which has commit- 
ted depredations upon our commerce. France, 
mate the close of the last as had been 
guilty of the same acts of violence. We demand- 
| ed reparation at her hand. She admitted the jus- 
| tice of our claim; but for a valuable consideration 
we released her, and became ourselves obligated to 
our citizens, who had been despoiled of their prop- 
erty by France. And what has been our treat- 





for the express purpose of meeting this indemnity. || ment towards those citizens? We have turned a 
The first three instalments were paid promeny at || deaf ear to their petitions for half a century. But 


the time. When the fourth fell due, Mexico was 
embarrassed in her circumstances, and unable to 


| during the last session of the present Congress a 


| bill was passed, granting partial relief to our in- 


meet the demands of our citizens. This state of || jured citizens. And what was the fate of that bill | 
things continued until another three months ex- |! after it left this Capitol? Wee all know that it wes 


4 


failed to comply with its treaty stipulations. She | 


She saw a direct attempt | 


y their having recourse to a forced loan; and it | 


' 


{ 


|| WAS; 
war against Mexico represented States which had | 


Britain the same right to invade their territory and | 
bombard their cities that we had to attack Mexi- | 


| 
' 
| 
j 
| 
| 
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' 


| 
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facts in the case. 
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vetoed by the President. It was returned with 
objections of the most extraordinary character, the 
principal of which were, that the amount due was 
too large, and had been due too leng,and probably 
Congress had not properly considered the subject. 
Here we see the President of the United States 
pursuing towards our own citizens the very course 
of conduct for which he arraigns Mexico; and, 
according to his own doctrine, they have as just a 
cause of war against him, as we have against 
Mexico, on account of her indebtedness. 

Another cause of war set forth by the President 
is the refusal of Mexico to re ceive Mr. Slidell. 
Mr. Chairman, I do not purpose to go into a de- 
tailed examination of the corr spondence upon 
this subject. 

I will simply say that Mexico apprized this 
Government in advance that the annexation of 
Texas would be regarded by her as an act of hos- 
tility. When Texas was annexed, the Mexican 
Minister resident in this country demanded his 
passports and left the country; and thus diplo 
matic intercourse between this Government and 

| Mexico ceased. Our Government subsequently 
sent a message to Mexico, to ascertain whether 
she would open diplomatic relations, and receive 
a Minister from the United States. The Mexican 
Minister informed us that, although Mexico had 
just ground of complaint against the United States 
for her conduct in velation to Texas, she would re- 
ceive a commissioner to treat on that subject. And 
whenever Mexico spoke of receiving an agent 
from this Government, she was careful to use the 
term ‘* commissioner,” and when there is any ex- 
* planation whatever, anything to fix the meaning 
of the term, itis commissioner to treat on the very 
subject which had been the cause of the suspen- 

sion of diplomatic relations. A Minister was sent 
to Mexico, but in what character did he appear? 
In the character of a special. commission? No; 
he went as an ** Envoy Extraordinary and Minis- 

| ter Plenipotentiary,” to reside neur the Govern- 
ment of Mexico. He was authorized not to treat 
specially upon the subject which had interrupted 
our diplomatic relations, but upon all subjects 
in dispute between the two Governmenis; and 
he demanded a reception in Mexico as a resi- 
' dent Minister in Mexico, clothed with full pow- 
/ers. To his request, Mexico replied that the 
intercourse between the two Governments was 
| Suspended on account of the annexation of ‘Texas, 
and if they were to receive a Minister resident in 
the country, it would be confessing that annexa- 
tion was no just cause for the recall of their Min- 

| ister; and that they could not do it consistently 
! with their honor, and with the usage of nations; 
that they would receive a commissioner—and they 
made this declaration to the last—a commissioner 

| to treat upon the subject which had interrupted 
our relations: and when that was disposed of, they 
would receive a Minister resident. Now, it may 
be said that this was special pleading—an after- 
| thought on the nart of Maxice: Well, suppose it 
“was there not something of the same char- 
acter on our part? They declared to the last that 
if we would send a commissioner to treat upon the 
subject which had interrupted our diplomatic rela- 
tions, they would receive him; and when that was 
disposed of, they would receive a Minister resi- 
dent. We insisted that they must receive a Min- 
ister resident, or none at all. Now, here are the 
I do not undertake to decide 
which was in the right, and which in the wrang; 

| there seems to be a little special pleading on both 


| sides of the question. 


Admitting, however, that Mexico was more in 
the wrong than we, I contend there was no just 
| cause of war in this case. Any nation, if she 
| pleases, has a right to stand in an independent 
| position, and refuse to open diplomatic relations 
with other Powers. It may be unwise in them to 
do it; but I have yet to learn that it is a just cause 
of war.. There has been a little black republic in 
| our own neighborhood, with whom we have re- 
| fused to interchange these eivilities. The subject 
| has frequently been brought up in this House, and 
voted ‘down by the very men who feel so indig- 
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nant towards Mexico because she would not re- || was a treaty: there was an arrangement, no doubt, 


ceive Mr, Slidell as resident Minister. China, I 
believe, to this day, receives no minister resident 
near her seat of government from any nation 
whatever. This may be folly, but it is not such 
a crime as will justify a war. 

But the gravest charge brought forward by the 
President, and one which deserves more consid- 
eration than any other, is this: Mexico passed the 
boundary of the United States, invaded our territory, 
and shed American blood upon American soil. If this 
charge was sustained, | admit that it would fur- 
nish a just cause of war, But this statement of 
the President, bold and frank, plain and intelligi- 
ble as it is, is unfortunately wanting in justice and 
truth. ‘The facts in the case do not in any degree 


sustain the President, but they are totally irrecon- | 


cilable with his position, as I shall attempt to 
show. 

Mexico passed our boundary! 
the unjustifiable orders of the President, passed 
the boundary of Mexico. 
tilities! The President himself was the aggressor. 
Ile ordered the army into Mexico; he commenced 


hostilities, not only without law, but in direct | 


violation of the first principles of our organic law— 


exercising: the war-taaking power, and thereby 


trenching upon the prerogative of Congress; and 

that, too, while they were in session, and could 

have been consulted at any moment. 
This is a just statement of the case. 


arguments he employs, and all the statements he 
makes in support of his position. 

In the first place, however, I wish to say that 
Texas, whatever were her boundaries, held by the 
right of revolution. As my friend from Tennessee 


[Mr. Genrny] observed, just as far as she sus- || 


tained her authority by the sword, and was able 
to maintain her jurisdiction, there her boundaries 
are to be sought. It matters not whether she was 
originally bounded by the Nueces or the Rio 
Grande; the question as to her original boundary 
is entirely superseded, She rebelled against the 


a country; and just so far as she extended | 


er arms and maintained her authority, just so far 


are her boundaries extended. She held her terri- 


tory by the title by which she held herself—the || 


right of revolution; “but, while her boundary was 
formerly the Nueces, | admit she did extend her 
authority over that river, so as to include Corpus 
Christi and a few small settlements on the western 
bank of that river. I make this statement in ad- 
vance, because the argument of the President, 
which I shall have occasion to notice hereafter, 
requires that this fact be kept distinctly in view. 

{ say, then, that the boundary of ‘Texas, in this 
part of her dominion, was confined within the im- 
mediate valley of the Nueces. She made several 
attempts to extend her authority beyond, but she 
was unsuccessful; her forces did, in some instances, 
penetrate into the country beyond that valley, but 
they were utterly destroyed, captured, or put to 
death, and in every expedition beyond that point 
Texas utterly failed. 

But now for the President’s arguments in sup- 
port of his position. And what are they? Texas 
(he says) was included originally in the Louisiana 

rrant. Well, suppose that true—what then? 

Vhy, it has nothing to do with the question. If 
Texas once belonged to the United States, it was 
ceded to Spain, and hence we have no claim to it 
on that account. Then, the President speaks of 
the treaty with Santa Ana. [ shall not, Mr. Chair- 
man, dwell upon this subject. My first remark is, 
that there was no treaty made with Santa Ana— 
nothing that deserves the name of treaty. 
second place, he was a prisoner, and not compe- 
tent to treat; and, third, if'a treaty had been made 
and ratified, that treaty had been violated by Texas 


| 


herself; for one of the principal reasons w hy Santa 


Ana was induced to enter into that tre aty, arrange- 


: 4 j 
ment, or whatever it may be called, ‘was, that he 


should be liberated and sent under the protection 
of Texas to Vera Cruz. He did embark for that 
city, but the populace demanded his detention, 
and he was ‘taken from the vessel; he was brought 
back into ‘Texas and kept a prisoner in close con- 
finement; and he himself makes this charge against 
the Texan Government,and the President of Texas 
admits it to be true, and regrets the eccurrence. So 
that, if a treaty had been entered into, the viola- 
tion of the treaty by Texas is a good reason why 
it should be of no binding force, But there never 
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Our army, by |) 


Mexico commence hos- |) 


I will, | 


however, give the President the full benefit of all the |; 


In the 
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between General Houston and Santa Ana: there 


was nothing that deserves the name of treaty— | 
nothing that was ever ratified by the Mexican | 


Government. 

But the President says that the Texan Con- 
| gress, in 1836, when fixing their boundaries, de- 
clared that the Rio Grande, from its mouth to its 
source, was their western boundary. And he 


spreads it before the country and before the world || 


/as an argument to justify us in our claim to the 
' Rio Grande. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the Presi- 


|| dent of the United States, a lawyer in his own | 


country, should be called upon by one of his own 
clients, and asked whether he could prosecute a 
|; claim successfully against a neighbor to a portion 


' that he had no other title to it than the declaration 
of the individual from whom he had received his 


|, a single moment in telling him that he had no 
cause whatever ? 


clare that there was no foundation for the claim. 
And still the President of the United States, the 
head of'a great nation, in a public document, spread 
before the country and the world, as a justification 
| of an act of war, brings forward that considera- 
|| tion as evidence that the country to the Rio Grande 
'! was ours! Who does not blush for the honor of 
his country under circumstances like these ! 


|| as—that Texas declared the Rio Grande to be her 
'| western boundary. 
| Sabine to be her eastern boundary. 
does that prove? 
other. The declaration of Mexicois as conclusive 
‘as that of Texas; neither of them deserve one 

moment’s consideration; and the President himself, 


And what 


by admitting that New Mexico was a department || 
of Mexico, and Santa Fé its capital, and that it | 
avas conquered by our arms, virtually admits that || 
| this argument is deserving of no consideration. || 
_ He knows that boundaries can be established only | 


by treaty or by the sword, and that neither of these 


Rio Grande. 


| says he, had extended her authority beyond the 
Nueces; and, to sum up all his declarations, be- 


cause they all fall under the same general principle, | 


they amount to this: Texas had extended her ju- 


| risdiction beyond the Nueces; she had a custom- || 
house at Corpus Christi, on the immediate western | 


bank of that river; the people living on that river, 


in the immediate valley of the Nueces, had been | 


represented in the ‘Texan Congress, and had as- 
|, sented to annexation to the United States; the 
United States, by act of her Congress, had estab- 
|| lished a custom-house at Corpus Christi: all these 


| things were true just over the river, on the west || 


| bank, in the immediate valley of the river, and 
therefore—therefore what ? 
title to the country some one hundred or hundred 


and fifty miles further, to the Rio Grande, where || 
, not one of these declarations will hold good! Be- | 


yond the Nueces, and therefore to the Rio Grande! 
Now, what kind of logic is this? 
Why, Mr. Chairman, suppose that a question 


of the District, and it could be proved that the 
District extended south of the Potomac; that 
Alexandria and Jackson city were subject to the 


laws of the District; and from this it should be | 
inferred that. the District extended to the Missis- 


sippi, what would be thought of such an argu- 
ment? It would be treated with deserved ridicule. 


‘to the Rio Grande. Beyond the Nueces, and there- 
|| fore to the Rio Grande! 


And who does not see the utter absurdity of 


such reasoning? And yet this is all that there is 
in the President’s boasted argument, He states 


several facts, which he knows will apply to Cor- || 


pus Christi, and a narrow strip of land on the west 
bank of the Nueces, and to this alone; and then, 
because they are beyond the Nueces, he would have 
us believe that the same is true over the whole 


country to the Rio Grande, which every one knows | 


is notthe fact. And yet, by this artful and decep- 


of land, and at the same time should inform him | 


quit-claim deed, do you suppose he could hesitate | 


I do not believe there is a petti- || 
| fogger in the country who would hesitate to de- | 


But the President says this was claimed by Tex- | 
Well, Mexico declared the | 


As much in one case as in the | 


' can be alleged in favor of the claim of ‘Texas to the | 


But there is another argument of the President | 
|| which deserves consideration, and it is this: Texas, | 


Therefore we had a | 


| had arisen before the Virginia portion of this | 
District had been receded, involving the boundary || 


'| But this is the logic of the message. Beyond the | 
Potomac, and therefore to the Mississippi; and | 
just as sound as beyond the Nueces, and therefore || 


] tive statement, the Executive attempts to hide | is 
|, own misconduct, to coverup his gross act of usu; oa 
ation. I speak plainly on this subject, for tj, 
oceasion demands it, and the ery of traitor sh» 
not deter me. 
I have now examined all the areuments adduced 
| by the Executive to prove our title to the wh 
sorry to the Rio Grande; and, if they have 
| 
| 


shal] 


! 
ole 


- any 
confess I have been unable to pereeive ji 


But while the Executive has failed to prove oy; 
| title to the Rio Grande, and therefore failed to jus- 
|| tify his own conduct in ordering General Tay 


| force, 


lor 
to that river, there is abundant evidence that the 


valley of the Rio Grande neverbelonged to Texas 
and hence does not belong to the United States. 
and this evidence must be known to the Executive. 
Did he not know that Santa Fé was on the eastern 
side of the Rio Grande, and that we had in a cregt 
| variety of ways acknowledged that that was q 
Mexican city? Did he not know that our Goy- 
| ernment interceded with Mexico for Kendall anq 
other American citizens taken in the famous Santa 
Fé expedition; and that in that correspondence we 
admitted that New Mexico was justly a part of 
| the Mexican republic? Was he ignorant of the 
| fact that we had a consul residing at Santa Fé, and 
that by an act of our Congress, passed March 3, 
|| 1845, in relation to drawbacks, we provided that 
goods sent to Santa Fé, in Mexico, should ve ey- 
\ titled to that drawback? Has he forgotten the 
|| fact that Mr. Secretary Walker, in December last, 
speaks of the operation of that act, and recognises 
Santa Féas a part of Mexico? All these facts are 
well known to him, and hence he tells us in this 
very message that General Kearny had taken New 
Mexico and Santa Fé, its capital, and established 
|| a territorial government there. What, then, be- 
comes of his argument, founded on the act of the 
| Texan Congress, that the Rio Grande, from its 
mouth to its source, was their western bounda ry? 
That argument is just as good on one part of the 
river as on the other; just as strong in New Mexi- 
co as in ‘Tamaulipas; as conclusive at Santa Fé as 
at Santiago. The President in one part of his 
message admits its falsity in New Mexico, and 
hence yields the whole argument. 

All the documents connected with this whole 
matter show that the boundary of Texas could not 
have been the RioGrande. The Tyler treaty seemed 

| to take it for granted that we should hold the whole 

|| country; but Mr. Calhoun, more sagacious than 

| the President, was careful to inform the Mexican 

|| Government that the boundary was open to trealy, 

and would be settled on liberal grounds. Mr. 

Benton, in discussing that treaty, showed, most 
|| conclusively, that Texas never owned within a 
hundred miles of the Rio Grande; and so forcible 

|| was his argument, that when the joint resolution 

|| was prepared, the language was guarded: * The 
| territory properly included within and righifully be- 
| longing to Texas.’’ And it was further provided, 
that, when created into a State, the General Gov- 
|, ernment will claim the right of settling all questions 
of boundary that may arise with other Governments; 
‘| and the President, in his war message of May last, 
says that he gave Mr. Slidell full power to settle 
the question of boundary, and could not consent to 
| have the question of boundary separated from that 
‘| of our claims upon Mexico. 

‘| Now, sir, all these provisions about bowndary are 
| perfectly senseless, on the supposition that the Rio 


|| Grande is the true boundary. If we justly own to 
|| that river, the boundary is already Sintled. and re- 
| quires and allows no negotiation upon the subject. 
Every document submitted by the President him- 
self, shows the incorrectness of his oft-repeated 
declaration that Mexico invaded the United States, 
' and convicts him of a gross misrepresentation. 

The correspondence between Mr. Donelson, our 
chargé to Texas, and our Government, submitted 
by the President in his annual message of Decem- 
ber 2, 1845, contains conclusive evidence of the 
|| futility of our claim to the Rio Grande, the utter 
| falsity of the President’s declaration. 
| Mr. Donelson, writing to Mr. Buchanan from 
|| Galveston, under date of June 2, 1845, says: ‘It 
‘is believed that Mexico is concentrating troops 
‘on the Rio Grande, where Texas as yet has estab- 
| § lished no posts.”’ 

Under date of June 23, 1845, Mr. Donelson says 
to the Secretary: ‘The territory between the 
| * Nueces and the Rio Grande, you are aware, has 

‘been in possession of both parties. Texas has 
i) ‘held in peace Corpus Christi. Mexico has held 
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3oth parties have had occasional pos- 
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en * War Department, July 8, 1245 
¢ Santiago. E . : 3 “Sir: Thed rt “Tor ; : 
’ : s oher po 8. a wie a. partment is informed that Merc» soine 
* session of Loredo and other epee Mexi | military establishments on the east side of the Rio Grande 
‘eo, however, has threatened a renewal of war for || which re, and for some time have been. in the actud orcn 
, 


‘the whole of Texas, if she accepts the proposals | poncy of her troops. ta carrying out the instructions here- 
‘ for annexation to the Union. If she undertakes || fore received, you will be caretul to avoid any acis of ag 
: > 


= 3 gression, unless an actual state of war should exist. The 
- oO > 
‘such an expedition, she of course puts upon the Mexican forces at the posts in their possession, and which 


‘ hazard of war the whole claim , and gives us the |) have been so, wili not be disturbed as long as the relations 
cht of going not only to the Rio Grande, but where- || of peace between the United States und Mexico continue. 
it OF * WILLIAM L. MARCY. 
‘“« Brigadier General Z. Tayior.” 


‘ri $3 
« ever else we may please. / 
Here, Mr: Chairman, we haye the confession ‘ : . . 4 
of our own agent, sent to Texas to look after our General Taylor, in his official despatch to the 
ts, and to learn the facts in the case, that Department of War, under date of February 26, 
1346, says: 
“] have taken occasion to represent to some ciiizens of 
Matamoros that the United States Government, in occupys- 


’ : ental ta fi -— : ing the Rio Grande, has no motive of hostility towards 
with Mexico, which would in fact give us the same || Mexico, and that the army Will, in no case, go beyond that 


right to go any where else in Mexico. river, unless hostilities should be commenced by the Mexi 
“The same confession is made in his note to the i eomenere? i that the aeeae living ow tis side wil 
Secretary under date of July 2. 1545: a My posi- coded i ol thn - eht vaca wien aoa yd poche 
‘tion is, that we can hold Corpus Christi and all || which the army may need wril be purchased from them at 
‘other points up the Nueces. Jf attacked, the right | ‘air prices. 1 also stated that, until the matter should by 
‘ of defence will authorize us to expel the Mexicans to pred ae eee the are ermments, the harbor of 
‘the Rio Grande. Itis better for us to resist the || ustedes. The ina dineeblasiae taagaeatuh onda and 
‘attack than incur the risk of embarrassing the || Mezicun custom house officer at Brasos Saniiugo, by Capt ‘in 
s question of annexation with the consequences of | Hardee, who commanded the escort which covered the 
‘immediate possession of the territory to the Rio || Tconholssance ot Padre Island. 
‘Grande. You will find that I have guarded every General Tay lor, in his subsequent ictters, informs 
‘point. ”” the Executive that, on his way from Corpus Christi 
In a letter to General Taylor, of June 28th, Mr. | tothe Rio Grande, he was met by the Mexican caval- 
Donelson uses nearly the same language: ** The || ry, whosecommander informed our officers that our 
‘occupation of the country between the Nueces || crossing the Arroyo Colorado would be considered 
‘and the Rio Grande, you are aware, isa disputed || as an act of hosulities; that he was also met by a 
‘question. Texas holds Corpus Christi; Mexico || civil deputation, protesting against his occupying 
‘ holds Santiago near the mouth of the Rio Grande. || the country; that, in approaching Point Isabel, he 
‘The threatened invasion of Texas, however, by | found the place in flames; that the port captain 
‘Mexico is founded upon the assumption that || committed the act; that they ‘‘found two or three 
‘Texas has no territory independent of Mexico. || ‘ inoffensive Mexicans there, the rest having left for 
‘You can safely hold possession of Corpus Christi | ‘ Matamoros.”’ al 
‘and all other points up the Nueces, and if Mexico These despatches from General ‘Taylor leave no | 
‘attempts to dislodge you, drive her beyond the |; doubt as to the possession of the country in the 
‘ Rio Grande.” || valley of the Rio Grande. The Executive says | 
Here we have the repeated confessions of an || that Mexico has military posts there, and General 
agent on the spot, who ‘ guarded every point,” || i aylor says that he found Mexican soldiers in the 
and attempted to make the most of his case, that || country; that there was a Mexican custom-louse 
Texas had no possessions west of Corpus Christi || at Brasos Santiago; that the Mexicans had free 
and the other points up the river Nueces; and that |, use of the port and harbor; that the port captain 
we og rightfully approach the oe ee. at oe Isabel — fired = town; that oe ae 
where Mexico was in possession, only in case of || cans who were living on the east side of the Rio 
repelling an attack pase pursuing 2g defeated || Grande should notfbe disturbed; and, finally, that 
forces. '| they might understand his policy, he issued his 
The President, in his message, has referred to | proclamation to that effect, and, ‘as they were 
the offer of Mexico to acknowledge the independ- || Mexicans, he issued his proclamation in their lan- 
ence of Texas on certain conditions, and maintains || guage. 
that that act of Mexico is binding upon her, though || All these facts show, nig ag a aor as it 
it was not accepted or carried out by Texas. I |} seems to me, that our claim to the whole country 
shall not at thie time attempt to oe this || to the Rio Grande is based on no solid foundation. 


interes ’ : 
Texas had no posts on the Rio Grande; that Mexico 
held Santiago, and that our right to go to the Rio 
Grande would exist only in case of a successful war 


doctrine, but will content myself by saying, that || All these facts were of course known to the | 


if the treaty be valid for one purpose, it is for || Executive, for they are found in documents sub- 
another, If it settles the question of Texan inde- || mitted by himself to Congress. And yet the 
pendence, it establishes the fact that Texas had no || President, trampling upon the rights of a coérdi- 
settled western boundary like that of the Rio || nate branch of the Government, and so violating 
Grande. The preliminary treaty, if such it can be || the Constitution he had sworn to support, orders 
called, provides in its 3d and 4th articles as follows: | the army into the country of a nation w ith whom 
“3. Limits and other conditions to be matter of arrange- || We are at peace; and the commanding gene ral, acl- 
= eerie na isi ae iis i | ing under his orders, erects a fort and mounts his 
“4, Texas ow p pd p vin specti | ke , ys ick ‘ity: ck 
territory and other seifers’ to the arbitration of agiee.? | cannon w ithin the reach - a Mex oye ty es blo K- 
"hi imi : « ades the Rio Grande, so as to cut off the supplies 
8 This spore om treaty, signed by the Texan '| from the Mexican army at Matamoros; sends out 
sense daa aelnteny EE oia enn Gest | a force under Captain ‘Thornton, which is believed 
of ‘Tewiate tne Bic Geena, ‘Cn the sadisied : y || to have commenced the attack; and then, to turn 
admits that the boundary is in dispute and is stir pane EP nt HAF PSO SE 
subject for reference to an arbiter m the E resident comes befure Congress in amessage, 
But let us see the comment of Mr ie appealing to the sympathies of the public, and de- 
the subject. Texas wished to hive the United clares that Mexico has invaded the Unite d States 
States take military possession an tee Gn Rio | and shed American blood upon American es 
Grande: but: Me, bonelede. “in hig seins Acs die. | Now, Mr. Chairman, is it not humiliating—does 
Suchnawals July 11, 1845 says: * || not every American blush for the honor of his 
ok ties ea ia teri: tiie a : country when he sees the Executive put forth a 
proclamation of a truce between the two nations, document like the messavre before us, not only un- 


Mexico and Texas,) founded on proposition: ally : ; - o. 4s * 
( ’ ») eee ae posiegns mutually |) sustained by facts, but in direct opposition to facts, 


acceptable to them, leaving the question of boundary not ; : : Fs ; ee 
only an open one, but Mezico in possession of the eust bank || aS a justification of the war in which we are now 


of the Rio Grande, seemed to me inconsistent with the ex- || engaged? “ The Mexicans invaded the United 
Heetuion that, m deca of the claim of Texas our troops |) States!” Let the President, of let the President’ 
tive of Texas had determined not to fight for, but to settle | friends, have it under the most favorable SERAMEN 
by negotiation, to say the least of it, could be as well left to || stances the facts will admit. Allow, if you please, 
the United States on the same conditions.” | that the boundary was in dispute, and how stands 
But the proof of the falsity of the President’s || the case? Why, the boundary is in dispute, but 
position does not stop here. Not only the docu- || Mexico is in possession; and while there is a con- 
ments submitted with his annual message, but the || troversy, a dispute, possession furnishes a good 
documents submitted with his message in May | title; possession in law is always a good title against 
last, contain a perfect refutation of his declaration. || a trespasser. 
The following general order shows so conclusively || Now, with all these facts staring him in the face, 
that Mexieo was in possession in the valley of the || what induced the President to take this course? 


tio Grande, that | will give it notice: ‘| My friend from Tennessee (Mr. Genrry] has 
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pointed out, unquestionably, the principal motive 
of action in this case. The President wished to 
distinguish his adminmstration, and he wished to 
distinguish it by a further accession of territory; 
he wished to acquire a large portion of territory in 
that section of the Union in order to give the South 
a perpetual preponderance in the councils of the 
nation. That was unquestionably the motive 


| which led him to take that step; and the danger of 


that poliey has also been alluded to by my friend 
this morning, and the danger is imminent. The 
vote taken in this House at the close of the last 
Session is a fair exponent of the feelings of the 
country. And I will tell gentlemen, North and 
South, that if these Mexican provinces are to be 
annexed to the United State s,aquestion w il frow 
out of that annexation momentous in its character, 
and one which may lead to a calamity ereater than 
the war with Mexico, or any other which has be- 
fallen the country. There is Aa deep feeling mn the 


> 
' 


country against the extension of slavery. There 
are thousands upon thousands in the northern see- 
tion of this Union (and 1 allude to no fanatics, but 
to sober, deliberate, and substantial men, men who 
have the good of the country at heart) who would 
resist, by every means in their power, the estab- 
lishment of slavery in these Mexican provinces, 
if they should be annexed to the United States. 
| This feeling is both strong and deep, and the prose- 
cution of this war of conquest is contributing daily 
to the increase of that fetling. Let this war go on, 
let victory crown our arms till Mexico will yield 
up a large portion of her territory, and I fear that 
our suecess would be more daneerous to us than 
defeat: we should have questions of internal regu- 
lation which would be more difficult to settle than 
the boundary between us and Mexice. 

The action of this House on the two million 
appropriation should teach gentlemen a lesson. 
When that sum was asked for, the friends of the 
President, south of Mason and Dixon’s line, came 


4 forward in a transport at the glorious prospect of 


peace; and they called upon us to forget all part 
‘ties and go with them in a body, that the Presi- 
dent might be enabled to conclude an honorable 
treaty. But when a certain proviso was incor- 
porated into the bill, every man of them took the 
alarm and opposed its passage. They knew at 
the time that, if the Executive wanted this money 
to bribe Paredes, or to hire Santa Ana to return 
to Mexico, or to fan the flames of discord or sow 
the seeds of revolution in thatcountry, or if it was 
wanted for the purchase of territory, it would be 
just as available with that proviso as without. 
That amendment applied to but a single subjeet— 
the extension of involuntary servitude, and the 
united vote of the President’s friends in the South 
shows with what importance they regarded that 
provision. And let me say, Mr. Chairman, that 
i the South are not alone in their estimate of this 
question. When it comes before the people, the 
North will be as united as the South. It will be- 
come a question on which there can be no com- 
promise, and the integrity of the Union may be 
| involved in the issue, 
The northern and southern wings of the Dem- 
| ocratie party ought to deal fairly with each other 
on this subject. If the southern wing are deter- 
| mined to establish slavery in any territory they 
| may acquire by the war, let them inform their 
| northern friends of that determination, that there 
| may be no misunderstanding between them. They 
owe it to each other and to their respective con- 
stituencies to come out plainly upon this subject. 
Sut neither wing of the party dares to commit 
pence they both know that whenever they 
come out distinctly, and, like men, declare their 
| determination, they must break with each other or 
| with their own respective constituencies. Let 
northern men say that they will vote for the estab- 
| lishment of slavery in any of the territories in 
| question, and they will have an account to settle 
|| at home which will require all their attention and 
|| resources. 
|| Now, Mr. Chairman, as this whole subject of 
| acquisition of territory is fraught with so much 
|| danger, is it not the dictate of duty and of patriot- 
| iam to consider it well, and to do it in advance? 
|| One false step at the outset may lead to the most 
'| fatal consequences. The very agitation of this 
| question has wrought a mighty change in publie 
| opinion within the last six months; and if we go 
| on conquering and to conquer, our friends who 
‘ are anticipating such favorable results from the ac- 
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quisition of southern territory, may find, when it 


is too late, that their joy may be turned into mourn- | 


ing, and*Mheir mirth into heaviness. They may 
find agitations at home more to be dreaded than 
the armies of Santa Ana, and commotions in the 
midst of them more sanguinary than the revolu- 
tions in Mexico. They may find that ** conquer- 
ing a peace” abroad may disturb harmony at home, 
and that dismembering one republic may rupture 
another. If we are to rush madly into foreign con- 


quests, we may bring upon our own country evils | 


which no patriot ean contemplate but with tears, 
That the present war 18 one of conquest, there 


can be no question. The letter which has been 
| 


read this morning, addressed to Colonel Stevenson | 
by the Secretary of War, puts that question be- | 


yond all manner of doubt. That letter is well 
understood by the public; and, gloss it over as 
you will, it amounts substantially to this: Mexico 
must be dismembered, either by war or by revolu- 
tion. A regiment of armed emigrants must be sent 
to California; they must be enlisted with an ex- 
press condition that they are not to return home; 
they will be sent into California to remain during 
the war. 
ring the war, or is ours on the return of peace, they 


If that province falls into our hands du- | 


are to remain in that country; if not, they will, at | 


the conclusion of the war, be marched just across 
the line into Oregon, and discharged, with the 
express understanding that they will immediately 
return to California, raise ghe standard of revolt, 
declare themselves independent, and, ‘Texas-like, 
be annexed to the United States. Suh, beyond 
controversy, was the design of that enterprise; 
and it shows how low a weak or wicked Admin- 
istration may stoop. If we were dealing with the 
Power before whom the President was disposed to 
quail in the settlement of the Oregon question, the 
iicieletannies: even after the return of peace, 
might be called upon for an explanation, if such a 
letter as that of Secretary Marcy should come to 
their knowledge, and have reference to any of their 
,OSssessions. 
in New Mexico and California, under the direction 
of the Executive, no doubt, shows the object for 
which the war is prosecuted. 


The newly-organized governments | 








T , ee i 
_morrow move that the House proceed to elect a 


Chaplain, pursuant to the joint resolution hereto- 
fore adopted. 
And the House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 17, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 
petition of the heirs of Abner L. Duncan, asking 
indemnity for losses caused by the seizure of the 
Iris by the United States brig Lawrence; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial from the rep- 
resentatives of the yearly meeting of the Society 


of Friends in New England, for the adoption of | 


measures to bring the present war with Mexico 
to a speedy close; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing, with a view to its being 
printed. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 


petition of Philip Rutter and others; and also the | 


petition of the executor of Alexander McKim, de- 
ceased, praying indemnity for French spoliations 
prior to 1800; which were severally referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


Mr. GREENE presented the petition of David | 


Melville, administrator of Benjamin Fry, deceased, 
praying indemnity for French spoliations prior to 


| 1800; which was referred to the Committee on 


| but as those which had been previously presented | 


3ut the President assures us that he does not |! 


wish to dismember Me X1CO, and is ready to make 
peace. Buton whatterms? Mexico, we are told, 
must pay the expenses of the war. 
one knows the poverty of that distracted country. 
Her finances are so deranged that she is scarcely 
able to support her army in the field: so poor that 
the main hope of the return of peace is founded 
upon her inability to support the war. Does the 
President believe that Mexico can pay us fifty 
millions of money, to reimburse us for the expenses 
of the war? Does he not know her utter inability 
to meet such a demand in specie? Did he not in- 
form us, in his two million message, that Mexico 
was so poor that she could not conveniently wait 
till the treaty was ratified, and, therefore, he de- 
sired the two millions so as to be able to pay her 
in advance, to keep her army quiet until we could 
recall our troops? Mexico pay the expense of 
the war! This amounts to a declaration that she 
must yield up her territory—the only means of 
myment at her disposal. And so intent is the 
Prcsident upon despoiling Mexico of possessions, 


Now, every | 


that he has declared to the world that he will pros- | 


ecute the war with vigor; that he will consent to 


no armistice, but will continue the work of butch- | 


ery and conquest even after a treaty of peace shall 
have been signed by both nations! ‘This avowal 


was distinctly made in his two million message— | 
an avowal worthy only of the ages of barbarism. | 


If this Administration is not checked in its mad 
career; if the President is allowed to exercise any 
and every power which may further his ambitious 
designs, the day is not far distant when our free 
Government will exist only in name. Shall! he be 
permitted to go on without rebuke, or shall the 
people’s Representatives assert their right? It is 


true that all who speak freely will be branded as | 


traitors; but the people will decide whether devo- 
tion to our country may not be as effectually ex- 
hibited in defending our Constitution as in tram- 
pling it under foot. — 

Mr. H. having concluded— 

Mr. 8. JONES obtained the floor, but yielded 
to a motion that the committee rise, which pre- 
vailed. The committee rose and reported pro- 
‘ress, 


Mr. GROVER gave notice that he would to- 


Claims. 

Mr. CILLEY presented the petition of mer- 
chants of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, urging 
indemnity for spoliations by the French on Ameri- 
can commerce prior to 1800; which was referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. F AIRFIELD presented the petition of Wil- 
mot Wood and others, citizens of Wiscasset, 
Maine, praying indemnity for French spoliations 
prior to 1800; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Claims. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD thought that all these pe- 
titions ought to be referred to a select committee, 


had been referred to the Committee on Claims, he 
would give this petition the same reference for 
the present. 


a% | 
Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the 


memorial of Ann B. Cox, widow and executrix 
of Nathaniel Cox, deceased, praying the payment 


| of a balance ascertained to be due to her on the 
_ settlement of the accounts of her husband as navy 


agent at New Orleans; which was referred to the 


| Committee on Claims. 


On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was ordered that the petition of De la Francia, 
on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Ordered that the memorial of the heirs and legal 
representatives of Louis de la Houssaye, on the 


| files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee 


on Private Land Claims. 
Ordered that the petition of Caleb Greene, on 


' the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- 


tee of Claims. 
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referred to a select committee consisting of ¢ 


ive 


/ members, to be appointed by the Vice Preside, 








Ordered that the petition of Clara H. Pike, on | 


the files of the Senate, be referred to the Commit- | 


tee on Pensions. An 
Ordered that the petition of William B. Keene, 


| on the files of the Senate, be referred to the Com- 


mittee on Private Land Claims. 

Mr. WESTCOTT stated that it appeared from 
the Journal that the memorials relating to the 
claims for spoliations prior to 1800, are, in some 


| instances referred to the Committee on Claims, in 
_ others to the Committee on Foreign Relations. He 
thought they should all be referred to one Com- 


mittee. 


Mr. J.M. CLAYTON, for the purpose of refer- 


| ring these claims to a select committee, moved a 


reconsideration of the votesby which the petitions 


| presented on the subject had been referred to the 


Committee on Claims and the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 

‘The motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. JOHN M. CLAYTON, 
it was 

Ordered, That the Committee on Claims and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations be discharged 


rials and petitions on the subject of indemnity for 





Messrs. Morenean, Cass, Bancrr, ATHERToy 
and Asu.ey were accordingly appointed, 
Mr. J. M. CLAYTON presented the petition o¢ 
John Livingston, one of the heirs of John Liyine. 


| ston, deceased, praying indemnity for French gy, 
| liations prior to 1800; which was referred to the 


select committee on the subject. 
On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, so much of the 


| President’s message as relates to the trial and pup. 
| ishment of persons found engaged in privatecrins 
g 


against the United States was referred to the Com. 


mittee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. 'TURNEY asked to be excused from serving 
on the Committee on Roads and Canals, bein: 
already upon several other committees. 

The request was granted; and, 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Vice President was authorized to fill thé ya. 
cancy. , 

Mr. Semp.e was appointed accordingly. 


The Senate proceeded to consider the message 


'from the House of Representatives, announcing 


the appointment, on their part, of a joint Com- 
mittee on Enrolled Bills. 
It was then ordered that the Chair appoint a 


| committee on the part of the Senate. 


Whereupon the Chair appointed Messrs. Bricurt 
and CHALMERS a committee on the part of the 
Senate. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, (on leave,) in- 


| troduced a bill to provide for the completion of the 


marine hospital and the erection of a custom- 


| house at New Orleans; which was read twice, and 
| referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


Mr. SPEIGHT (on leave) introduced a bill to 
provide for the establishment of a branch of the 
mint of the United States at the city of Charleston; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. ASHLEY (on leave) introduced a bill to 
increase the compensation of deputy surveyors in 
the State of Arkansas; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. ASHLEY (on leave) introduced a bill to 
divide the district of Arkansas into two judicial 
districts; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. DIX (on leave) introduced a bill to estab- 
lish a branch of the mint of the United States in 


| the city of New York; which was read twice, and 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. YULEE (on leave) introduced a bill to 
provide for the construction of a dry dock at Pen- 
sacola, for the use of the navy of the United States; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. BREESE (on leave) introduced a bill to 
grant to the State of Illinois the right of way 
through the public lands of the United States, and 
for other purposes; which was read twice, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BREESE (on leave) introduced a bill de- 
claring the assent of Congress to certain States to 
impose a tax upon all lands hereafter sold by the 
United States, from and after the time of their sale; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands, 

Mr. BREESE (on leave) introduced a bill to 
authorize persons to whom reservations of land 


| have been made under Indian reservations to alien- 
| ate the same in fee; which was read twice, and 


referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Mr. SEMPLE (on leave) introduced a bill to 


, establish an armory at Massac, on the Ohio river, 
| in the State of Illinois; which was read twice, and 


referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Mr. CASS (on leave) introduced a bill for the 
settlementof theclaim of John R. Williams; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. BREESE submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
to furnish the Senate with a statement of all ap- 
propriations made for the construction and repair 


of roads, fortifications, and harbors, and for the 
: improvement of rivers in each and all of the States 
from the further consideration of the several memo- || and Territories of the United States, showing the 


/amount and period of each appropriation and ex- 


| French spoliations prior to 1800, and that they be | penditure. - 
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1846. 


“Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolution 


r consideration: 
fo Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause 


to be engraved the topographical map of the penin- | 
i 


sula of Florida, prepared under the direction of the 


War Department, and furnished to the Senate in | 


compliance with a resolution. 
Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, | 


and agreed to: : 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 


Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of making, by law, a general provision as to the 
right of way over the public lands of all such 
roads as have been or may be established, and au- 
thorized to be opened through such lands by au- 
thority of any of the State Legislatures. 


Mr. YULEE submitted the following resolu- 


tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, | 


and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce in- | 


quire and report what provision is necessary to 
repair the injuries occasioned by the late gale to 
the marine hospital at Key West, and to the light- 
houses on the Florida coast. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday by 
Mr. Breese, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Commerce be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of making 
appropriations for such harbors in the United 
States as the safety of navigation and the interests 
of commerce require. 


The following resolution, submitted yesterday by | 


Mr. Arcuison, was considered and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be | 


required to procure for the use of the Senate ten 
thousand copies of the topographical map of the 
road from Missouri to Oregon, compiled by Charles 
Preuss; the cost not to exceed twenty-six hundred 
dollars. 

On motion, it was 

Ordered, That when the Senate adjourns, it ad- 
journ until Monday next. 

On motion by Mr. CAMERON, the Senate then 
went into executive session; and, after a short time 
spent therein, the doors were opened, and 

The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, December 17, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday having been read— 
Mr. EDSALL inquired whether his name was 


recorded as voting on the motion of Mr. Pot.ock | 
to suspend the rules to enable him to offer a cer- | 


tain resolution. He (Mr. E.) perceived that his 
name was omitted in the published list of yeas and 
nays in both papers. 

The Clerk (through the Speaker) replied that 
the gentleman’s name did not appear on the 
records. 


Mr. EDSALL remarked that he had voted in |) 


the negative; and he desired that the fact might so 
appear on the Journal. 

The SPEAKER ordered the Journal to be so 
amended; and then it was approved. 


The SPEAKER announced the unfinished busi- | 


ness to be the continuation of the call of the States 
for petitions. 


Mr. WENTWORTH asked leave to offer the | 


following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War communi- | 
cate to this House the amount of all the expendi- | 


tures in each State and Territory of this Union for 
the construction and repair of roads, fortifications, 
and harbors, and the improvement of rivers, with 
the date and amount of each expenditure in each 
State and Territory. 

The resolution being objected to, was not re- 
ceived. 

Mr. McCLELLAND gave notice that he would, 
at an early day, ask leave to introduce bills of the 
following titles, viz: 

A biil to provide for the sale of the mineral lands 
south of Lake Superior, in the State of Michigan 
and Territory of Wisconsin. 

A bil! making appropriations for certain harbors 
and rivers. 


A bill for the settlement of the claim of John K. 
Williams. 


Mr. G. S. HOUSTON asked leave to offer a re- 
solution relative to certain post routes. Objected te. 


| | 


j 
| 
} 
i 
} 
ii 
| 
| 


} 
j 


| 
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Mr. VINTON moved to suspend the rules for |! House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 


| the introduction of resolutions that would not give | 
| rise to debate. 


The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 


| ative, (two-thirds not voting therefor.) 


So the rules were not suspended. 

Mr. COBB moved that the House resolve itself || 
into Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 
Union; but waived the motion, at the request of 

Mr. DOUGLASS, who, on leave given, reported | 
from the Committee on Territories a bill for the 
admission of the State of lowa into the Union; | 


| which bill was read twice by its title. 


Mr. DOUGLASS said it was important that the 


| House should take early action on this bill; but as 


it was desirable that the very brief documents ac- 
companying it should be printed, he would make | 
that motion, and would further move, that the sub- 


ject be made the special order of the day for Mon- 


day next. 

Ordered accordingly. 

Mr. COBB then renewed his motion, that the 
House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union; which motion was 
rejected. 


Mr. PETTIT asked leave to submit a resolu- 


| tion providing for the appointment of a committee 


|| to inquire into the religious creeds of persons who | 
| Shall be nominated for the office of Chaplain to the 
| House. 


| 





The resolution was read for information; but, 
having been objected to, was not received. 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


On motion of Mr. JACOB THOMPSON, the 
House proceeded to the election of a chaplain, by | 
a tiva voce Vote. | 
Mr. Huncerrorp nominated Rey. Mr. Sprole. i 
Mr. HaMLin.....+.-++.+++-Rev. Mr. Dewey. 
Mr. SraRKWEATHER........ Rev. Mr. Taylor. 
Mr. W. W. Campsett..... Rev. Mr. Gurley. 
Mr. TrEDWAY. ...-+.20eee. Rev. Mr. Tinsley. 
Mr. J. J. McDowe.t....... Rev. Mr. Morris. 
Mr. DosBIN.......+e0+ee+.hev. Mr. Mclvor. 
Mr. niet 5 6 004 om 06 0.06 os AWOV ELE. SCORES. 

Mr. PETTIT, at his request, was excused from 
voting for a Chaplain. 

Mr. Huncerrorp, Mr. W. W. Campse tu, and 
Mr. Hamuin were appointed tellers. On counting 
the votes, it appeared that Rev. Mr. Sprole re- 


| 





on the state of the Union; which motion was also 


} rejected, 


And then the House adjourned. 


PETITIONS, &e. 
Petitions, memorials, &c., were presented and 
referred, under the rule, as follows: 


By Mr. SPEAKER: The petition of Richard A, Clements, 
administrator of J. N. Mulliean, with additional evidenze. 

By Mr. NORRIS: The petition of William P. Gookin and 
2,645 others, citizens of New Hampshire and Maine, asking 
for the construction of a dry dock at the navy-yard at Ports- 
mouth, New Hampshire. Also, the petition of Wilham B. 
Sweatt and forty-tive citizens of York county, Maine, for 
the same object. . 

By Mr. McILVAINE: The petition of citizens of Penn 
svivania, praving Congress to adopt measures for changing 
the Constitution and laws of the United States so as to 
abolish slavery throughout the Union, 

By Mr. JOHN H. EWING: The petition of citizens of 
Pennsylvania, asking sueh measures to be adopted as may 
be necessary to effect such a change in the Constitation of 
the United Stctes as will cause the abolition of slavery. 

By Mr. J. B. HUNT: The memorial of Janes Bancker, 
a revolutionary pensioner, for arrears of pension. 

By Mr. HILLIARD: The petition of John W. Pore, of 
Franklin, Alabama, asking rehef for losses sustained by the 
removal of the Indians by the Government of the United 
States. 

By Mr. NORRIS: The memorial of John MeCtintock and 
twenty others, merchants of Portsmouth, New Hampshire, 
praying indemnity for Freneb spoliations prior to Lk00. Also, 
the petition of Joseph Cogswell, of Tamworth, New Hamp- 
shire, praying for a pension. 

By Mr. RELFE: ‘The memorial of Thomas Allen, praying 
payment for printing the compendium of the sixth census of 
the United States for the use of Congress, under the act of 
September 1, 1&4]. 

By Mr. DELANO: The memorial of Catharine William- 


| son, widow of the late Captain John Williamson, of Phila- 


| State of Maine, for arrearages and incr 


ceived 50 votes; Rev. Mr. Dewey 46; Rev. Mr. || 


Taylor 26; Rev. Mr. Gurley 17; - 
ley 30; Rev. Mr. Morris 2; Rev. Mr. Mclvor 6; 
Rev. Mr. Storrs 2. Whole number given 179; | 
necessary to a choice 90. No person having re- 
ceived a majority of the whole number of votes 
given, there was no election. 


tev. Mr. Tins- || 


} 


} 


delphia, praying indemnity for injuries committed by France 
prior to Te00, 

By Mr. SAWTELLE: Petition of William Hilton, of the 
nae of pension. 

By Mr. FOSTER: The petition of citizens of Westwore- 
land county, Peunsyivania, for a post route fiom Ligonia to 
Donegal. Also, the petition of the heirs of Colonel A. 
Laughrey, for military bounty land. 

On moiion of Mr. THURMAN, the petition and accompa 
nying papers of Samuel Reed, were taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Clainis. 

On motion of Mr. FOOT, the petition and accompanying 
napers of Martha Hough, for arrears of pension, were with 
drawn from the files of the House. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, December 18, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Messrs. Wiimor, of Pennsylvania, ConstaBe, 


| of Maryland, Harmanson, of Louisiana, and 


Kaurman, of'lexas, (Democrats,) appeared in their 


|| seats to-day. 


The SPEAKER announced the business as the 


Mr. DOBBIN withdrew the name of the Rev | first in order to be the consideration of bills upon 


Mr. Melyor. 


Mr. JOS. J. McDOWELL withdrew the name || 


of the Rev. Mr. Morris. 

And the House then proceeded to vote a second 
time for chaplain, the result of which was as fol- 
lows: 

For the Rev. Mr. Sprole, there were 74 votes; | 


| 


|| the private calendar. 


Mr. McDANIEL, by consent, introduced bills 
of the following titles, viz: 

A bill to authorize the Secretary of War to direct 
a competent officer of the engineer corps to make 


|| certain reconnoissances therein named. 
1} 


A bill to establish a post route from the town of 


| Rev. Mr. Dewey, 53; Rev. Mr Tinsley, 23; Rev St. Joseph’s, in Buchanan county, Missouri, via 
. Mr. ; 2 sley, 23; ; 


Mr. Taylor, 14; Rev. Mr. Gurley, 14; and Rev. || Hannibal, to Springfield, in linois. 


Mr. Storrs, 1. 
sary to achoice, 90. No person having received 
a majority of the votes given, there was no elec- 
tion. 

Mr. STARKWEATHER now withdrew the 


Whole number given, 179; neces- |! 


} 
| 


Which bills were severally read twice, and re- 
ferred to their appropriate committees. 

Mr. BOYD, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill to increase 
the pay of the non-commissioned officers, mu- 


name of the Rev. Mr. Taylor; and , | sicians and privates, of the army of the United 
Mr. W. W. CAMPBELL withdrew the name |; States, and the militia and volunteers in the service 


of the Rev. Mr. Gurley. 

The House then proceeded a third time to vote 
for Chaplain; when Rev. Mr. Sprole received 103 
votes; Rev. Mr. Dewey 48; Rev. Mr. Tinsley 
18; Rev. Mr. Storrs 3; 
Mr. Gurley 1. 


Whole number of votes given, || 


of the same, and allowing them bounty land in 


| certain cases, reported the same with amendments. 


The bill was committed to a Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 


ev. Mr. Mclvor 1; Rev. || be printed. 


And Mr.B. moved that the House go into com- 


174; necessary to a choice, 88. The Rev. Mr. || mittee for the purpose of taking up the bill. 


Spro.e, having received a majority of the whole || 
i} 


number of votes given, was declared by the Speak- 
er duly elected Chaplain on the part of the House | 
for the present session. } 

Mr. PETTIT moved that when the Rev. Mr. | 
Sprole appeared in the Hall as Chaplain, the | 


2 


Speaker administer to him the oath to support the || 


Constitution of the United States, as required of | 
all other officers of this Government. 

The question being put, it was negatived. 

A motion was made that the House adjourn, 
which was rejected. 


Mr. JACOB THOMPSON moved that the 


| 


i 


| 
| 





Which motion was rejected. 


Mr. M. L. MARTIN gave notice that he would, 
at an early day, ask leave to introduce bills of the 
following titles, viz: 

A bill to create an additional land district in the 
Territory of Wisconsin, and for other purposes. 

A bill establishing the Territorial Government of 
Minnesota. 

A bill to amend the act entitled “‘ An act to grant 
‘a quantity of land to the Territory of Wisconsin 
‘for the purpose of aiding in opening a canal to 
‘ connect the waters of Lake Michigan with those 
* of Rock river.” 
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Mr. MARTIN also asked leave to submit the 
following resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce in- 
quire into the expediency of making an appropria- 
tion to improve the harbor at the mouth of She- 
boygan river in the Territory of Wisconsin; and 
that said committee also inquire into the expedi- 
ency of erecting light-houses at Southport and 
Port Washington, in said Territory. 

Objected to. 

PRIVATE CALENDAR. 


The House then passed to the consideration of 
the private calendar. 

‘The joint resolution authorizing and directing 
the examination and settlement of the claims of 
Alexander M, Cumming, reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole in July last, with amend- 
ments, é 

The amendments were concurred in, and the 
jout resolution ordered to be engrossed and read 
a third time; and, being engrossed, was accord- 
ingly read a third time, and passed. 


| other public lands, and shall in all respects be governed by 


The bill for the relief of the heirs of Tarlton 


Woodson, deceased; 

The bill for the relief of Alvin C: Goell; and 

The bill authorizing the issue of patents to George 
Ramey and Thomas T. January, for certain lands 
entered in the county of St. Louis, State of Mis- 
souri; 

Were severally taken up by the House, and 
ordered to be postponed until to-morrow. 

Bills and joint resolutions of the following titles, 
reported from the Committee of the Whole in July 
last, viz: 

A bill to increase the pension of Roswell Hale; 

A bill for the relief of Joshua Shaw; 

A bill for the relief of Frederick Hopkins; 

A bill for the relief of Josiah Haskell; 

A bill for the relief of Job Hawkins; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of John Whit- 
sill, deceased, late of Lafayette county, Missouri; 

A resolution for the relief of William B. Stokes, 
surviving partner of John N. C, Stockton & Co.; 

A bill for the relief of William J. Price; 

A bill for the relief of Joseph and Lindsay Ward, 
of Wisconsin Territory; 

A bill for the relief of Sergeant Major John 
Champe; 

A bill for the relief of ‘Zachariah Simmons, of 
Tennessee; 

A bill for the relief of Dr. Clark Lillybridge, 

A bill for the relief of W. P. 8. Sanger and 
George F. De la Roche; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs of General 
Thomas Sumter, late of South Carolina, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Thomas Shields, deceased; and 

A bjll for the relief of John Speakman, 

Were severally ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and, being engrossed, were read 
a third time, and passed. 

The bill for the relief of Jacob L. Vance was 
taken up, the amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole concurred in, and the bill ordered to be 
engrossed and read a third time. 

The said bill being engrossed, was accordingly 
read a third time, and passed. 

Mr. ASIIMUN asked the House to take up the 
bill for the relief of Joseph Warren Newcomb, 
which, at his request, had been informally laid 
aside, owing to the absence of the member [| Hon, 
Dantet P. Kine] who had reported it, as he (Mr. 
A.) believed there would be no opposition to the 
bill. 

The bill was again taken up, and debated by 
Mr. DANIEL and Mr. GORDON in opposition, 
and by Mr. HAMLIN in its favor. 


The question was then taken on the engross- | 


ment of the bill by yeas and nays, and there were: 
Yeas 95, nays 76. 

So the bill wes ordered to be engrossed and 
read a third time; and it was accordingly engrossed 
and read a third time, and passed. 

The bill directing the mode of settling the claims 
of Charles G. Ridgely, reported by the Committee 
of the Whole on the 24th July last, was taken up. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the bill be laid on the 
table; which motion was disagreed to. 


| ciary. 


| dletown, State of Connecticut, of the same purport. 


The bill was then recommitted to the Commit- | 


tee on Foreign Affairs. 


A bill for the relief of Julius Eldred, Elisha El- 


} 
} 
! 


dred, and Francis E. Eldred, for expenses and 


t 
} 


services in removing the copper rock from Lake 
Superior, was ordered to be engrossed and read a | 
third time. . 

And the bill being engrossed, was accordingly 
read a third time and passed. 


The House then proceeded to the consideration 
of the bill in relation to the Wyandot lands in the | 


; 


| 
| 


| plementary to an act entitled ‘An act further to 
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aaa arena 
By Mr. PERRY: The memorial of the Chesapeake 
Ohio Canal Company, asking the assent of Conyres 
an act of the Legislature of Maryland, entitled “ Ay acy 


and 
8 
ACT sup. 
i amend tye 
act incorporating the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Con, 


| pany.’ ? 


State of Ohio. 1] 
Mr. VINTON moved to strike out the second |! 


section, Which is as follows: 


“Sec, 2. 4nd be it further enacted, That it shall be the | 
duty of the Commissioner of the General Land Offiee, as 
soon as practicable after the year 1849, to offer the public 
lands remaining unsold in the Wyandot cession, at public | 
sale in the mode prescribed by law ; after which, the residue 
shall be solid in the same way and for the same price as | 


> 


the general land laws wiich may be then in force.’ 
This bill was then debated by Messrs. ST. 


JOHN, COLLAMER, THUR- | 


SCHENCK, 
MAN, CUMMINS, VINTON, and ROOT. 
And, pending the amendment, 
The House adjourned. 
— —4-— 
PETITIONS, &e. 

The followimg petitions and memorials were 
presented under the rule, and referred to the ap- | 
propriate committees: 

By Mr. HAMLIN: The petition of John Millikin, for in- 
dennification for spoliations commitied by the French upon | 
American coumerce prior to 1:00, i 

By Mr. ATKINSON: The petition of Susan Corlette, of | 
Norfoik, Virginia, for renewal of a pension. Reierred to the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs | 

By Mr. HOLMES: The petition of Eliza Skinner, widow 
of Commodore Skinner, praying an extension to her of the 
navy pension law. Also, the memorial of the Chamber of | 
Commerce, for the ercetion of a custom-house and ware- | 
houses in the city of Charleston. 

By Mr. GRINNELL: The petition of Thomas Macy and 
others, of Nantucket, asking remuneration for French spoli- | 
ations prior to the year 1800. 

By Mr. SCAMMON: ‘The petition of George M. Free- 
man and others, for a dry-dock at the navy-yard at Kittery, | 
Maine. 

By Mr. THOMASSON: The petition of Mrs. Sarah Davis, | 
asking pay for services of her deceased busband, William 
Davis, as assistant Lopographical engineer in 1814: referred 
to the Committee of Clanus. The petition of James H. 
Overstreet and George B. Didlake, asking relief from their 
securityship for B. J. Harrison: referred to the Comittee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HAMPTON: The petition of John Moore White, 
of New Jersey, heir of Major Johu White, asking compen- 
sation for the revolutionary services of his father: referred 
to the Committee on Revelutionary Claims. 

By Mr. J. G. CHAPMAN: The memorial of William A. 
Ridgely, for the estate of John Duimeste, deceased, for in- 
demnity for French spoliations prior to 1800; referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

By Mr. A. A. CHAPMAN: The petition of sundry citi- 
zeus of the county of Floyd, Virginia, protesting against the 
removal of the district court of the United States from | 
Wytheville, in Wythe county, to Abingdon, in Washington 
county, Virginia: referred to the Committee on the Jadi- 
"The petition of Flora Boyd, the widow of James 

tovd, deceased, a revolutionary soldier, praying for a pen- 
sjon: referred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions, 
The petition of Anna Royall, the widow of William Royall, 
deceased, Who was a captain in the revolutionary army, | 


On motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, the papers of the 
of Adino Goodenough, ou the files of the House 
referred to the Committee on Private Land Claims. ” 

By Mr. WINTHROP: The petition of Charlotte p, 
widow of Andrew C. Dorr, of Boston, praying th Pass ns 
of a bill of indemnity for French spotiations prior to {sq 
Also, the petition of Stephen Tilton, of Boston, to the same 
efiect. Also, the petition of Harriet Carter, widow of the 1s 
Nathaniel Carter, of West Newton, Massachusetts, pray jn, 
a continuance of her pension. Also, the petition of - 
Vestry of Washington Parish for an extension of tie Con. 
gressional Burying Ground. . 

By Mr. SIMS: A petition of many citizens of Darlington 


heirs 
Were 


South Carolina, for a post-route and post ¢ *-e, 
By Mr. WHITE: The petition of Ruleff Van Brunt, hey, 
tofore presented December 23, 1844. Also, the petitic 


. . . fot 
George Newton, heretofore presented February 5, 1840, 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpay, December 19, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read in part, and 
its further reading having, on the motion of My 
PAYNE, Leen dispensed with, was approved, — 

Mr. P. called for the orders of the day (being 
bills on the private calendar.) . 

Mr. THOS, B. KING asked leave to present q 
memorial from the Chamber of Commerce and cit). 
zens of the city of Savannah, asking an appropria- 
tion for the removal of certain wrecks sunk in that 
harbor during the Revolution. 

Mr. PAYNE objected to everything out of the 
recular order. 

Mr, KING said, he would then be compelled to 
move a suspension of the rules. The memorial 
was of an important character, emanating froma 
considerable city of the Union, and deserving re- 
spectful consideration. He was not disposed to 
be unreasonable, but he thought that the petition- 
ers, who had presented themselves here in a re- 
spectful manner, should be heard. He merely 
asked that the memorial might be received and or- 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PAYNE persisted in his objection. If the 
rules were suspended in one case they would be 
in another, and thus the regular order of business 


| would be obstructed or set aside. 


The SPEAKER then put the question, on the 
motion of Mr. Kina, and two-thirds not voting in 
the affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 

So the memorial was not received. 

Whereupon, the House passed to the private 
orders of the day. 

The bill and amendment in relation to the Wy- 


/andot lands in the State of Ohio, which was 


under consideration when the House adjourned 
yesterday, came up as the business first in order, 


/and was, 


praying for a pension: referred to the Committee oa Revo- || 


lutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. GILES: The memorial of Robert Gilmer, execu- 
tor of Robert Gilmer, deceased, praying compensation for 
Freneh spoliations prior to 1800; referred to the Comittee 
ou Foreign Affairs. Also, the memorial of John Stooffer, 
on behalf of himself and the heirs of Henry Stootier, de- 
ceased, for the same purpose. Also, the memorial of John | 
Barney and Louis Barney, executors of Joshua Barney, for 
the same purpose. 

By Mr. BAYLY: The memorial of the licensed pilots of | 
the State of Virginia, praying for the repeal of the act of | 
Congress concerning pilots, passed March 2d, 1837. 

By Mr. HARPER: The petition of Samuel Gray, pray- 
ing fora pension: referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. | 

By Mr. HUBBARD, of Connecticut: The petition of 


Thomas Atwater, of New Haven, Connecticut, executor || 


and heir of the estate of Elvithus Atwater, deceased, pray- 
ing for indemnity for spoliations committed by France pre- 
vious to J801. Also, the petition of Jacob Sebor, of Mid- | 


Also, || 


the petition of the inhabitants of the towns of Derby, Hunt- || 


ington, Oxford, Nougotuck, Waterbury, and other places, | 
for the improvement of the mouth of the Housatonic river. 
Also, the memorial of the citizens of Guilford, praying for 
the erection of a light-house at or near Chimney Corner | 
Point, on the Sachem’s Head Harbor. 

By Mr. HOLMES, of South Carolina: The petition of Eliza | 
Stevens, widow of Commodore Thomas Holdup Stevens, | 
praying an extension to her of the navy pension laws. Also, 
the memorial of the Chamber of Commerce for the erection 
of a custom-house and warehouses in the city of Charleston. 

Mr. HARPER asked leave to withdraw the petition and 
papers of Clarinda Mix from the files of the House, and that 
they he referred to the Committee on Pensions. Also, to | 
withdraw the petition and papers of Samuel Drew from the | 


} 
! 


On motion of Mr. THURMAN, recommitted 
to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, the bill for the re- 
lief of Alvin C. Goell (which had been laid aside 
yesterday) was taken up; and, after some debate, 
in which Messrs. BOWLIN, JULIUS ROCK- 
WELL, DANIEL, and PAYNE, participated, 

Mr. GROVER moved to lay the bill upon the 
table; which motion was disagreed to by the 
House. 

The debate was further continued by Mr. JO- 


|| SEPH J. McDOWELL, and Mr. DANIEL, who 


moved to strike out the sum of $20,000 from the 
bill, and insert in lieu thereof $5,000. 

The previous question was moved, but, at the 
request of Mr. PAYNE, was withdrawn, to en- 
able him to make a few further remarks. 

Mr. BOWLIN then moved to lay the bill upon 
the table; but, before the question was taken, 

The House adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 


Monpay, December 21, 1846. 

The Hon. Jesse D. Bricur, (Democrat,) of the 
State of Indiana, and the Hen. Samugen Houston 
and the Hon. Tuomas J. Rusk, (Democrats,) 
both of the State of Texas, appeared in their seats 


, to-day. 


The Journal of Thursday last was read and ap- 


files of the Honse, and that they be referred to the Commit- |! proved. 


} tee on Invalid Pensions. Also, to withdraw the petition and 


papers of Elizabeth Clopper from the files of the House, 


and that they be referred to the Committee on Revolution- 


arv Claims. 





Mr. CALHOUN presented the credentials of 
the Hon. Anprew P. Butter, (Democrat,) elect- 
ed a Senator of the United States by the Legisla- 
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ture of South Carolina, to fill the vacancy occa- 








sioned by the resignation of the Hon. GEeorGeE | 


McDvr Fis. 


The VICE PRESIDENT administered the | 
oath of office to Mr. Butier, who thereupon took | 


his seat. 


The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 


ate a communication from the Postmaster General, | 


in answer to a resolution of the Senate in relation 
to the claim of Seth M. Leavenworth, for the vio- 


jation of a contract made with him for carrying | 


the mail. 
PETITIONS. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, presented the || Mr. BRIGHT submitted documents in relation | 


yetition of Margaret Carmick, widow of the late 
Major Carmick, of the marine corps, asking for 


a pension; which was referred to the Committee | 


on Naval Affairs. < 
On motion by Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 


it was ordered that the petition and papers of | 


Maria S. Nourse be withdrawn from the files of 
the Senate, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of 
Benjamin Blagge, heir of Crowell Hatch and Sam- 
uel Blagge, deceased, praying indemnity for French 
spoliations prior to 1800; which was referred, to 
the select committee on that subject. 

Mr. NILES presented the petition of the trus- 
tees of Trinity College, Hartford, Connecticut, 
asking the remission of duties on certain philo- 
sophical instruments imported for the use of that 
institution; which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance. 

Also, the petition of James Riley, praying com- 
pensation for the services of his late father as an 
officer in the war of the Revolution; which was re- 


ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. || 


Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the petition of the 
heirs at law of William Frost, deceased, an officer 


in the revolutionary war, praying to be allowed || 


commutation pay; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Revolutionary Claims. 


Mr. BREESE presented the memorial of John || 


M. Moore, late chief clerk in the General Land 
Otfice, praying compensation for extra duties per- 
formed by him in that office; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. DIX presented the memorial of George 
Wilkes, praying that a national railroad may be 
constructed from the Missouri river to the Pacific 
ocean, together with eight other memorials of a 
similar character, all numerously signed; which 
were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, from Monmouth B. Hart and others, se- 
curities of Benjamin F, Hart, purser in the navy, 
who was drowned at sea, asking that a balance 
charged against him may be cancelled, and that 
the pension now allowed to his widow may be 
continued; which was referred to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PEARCE presented the memorial of the 
representative of John Dumeste, deceased; and 
also the memorial of the widow of Henry Da- 
sheill, deceased, both praying indemnity for French 
spoliations ev to 1800; which were severally 
referred to the select committee on that subject. 

Mr. MILLER presented a memorial, signed by 


citizens of Gloucester county, New Jersey, pray- | 
ing Congress to adopt measures for bringing the || 
war with Mexico toa speedy close; which was | 


referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
Also, the petition of Roswell L. Colt and others, 
praying indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
1800; which was referred to the select committee 
on that subject. 
Mr. CILLEY presented the petition of ay 


Seaward, executrix of John H. Seaward, decease » | 


praying indemnity for French spoliations prior to 
1800; which was referred to the select committee 
on the subject. 

Mr. BERRIEN presented the petition of the 
legal representatives of Joseph Wilson, deceased, 
a soldier in the revolutionary war, praying a pen- 
sion; which was referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions. 

Also, the memorial of the Savannah Chamber of 
Commerce, praying the removal of obstructions to 
the navigation of the Savannah river; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, and or- 
dered to be printed. 


Also, the memorial of the Savannah Chamber of | 


Commerce and citizens of Savannah, Georgia, 


struction of a custom-house at that place; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of Wil- 
|| liam Saunders and William R. Porter, praying to 
be released from a judgment obtained by the 
United States against them as sureties of a pay- 
master in the army; which was referred to the | 
Committee on Claims. 

Also, the petition of the heirs of Alexander 
Macauley, deceased, praying indemnity for French 
spoliations prior to 1800; which was referred to 
the select committee on that subject. 


=~? 


| sions, : 
| Mr. FAIRFIELD presented the memorial of 


Elizabeth H. Thatcher, only surviving child of 


| 

{ 

| 

| j 

|| which were referred to the Committee on Pen- 
li 

ti 

' 


\| John Wardrobe, deceased, praying indemnity for | 


|| French spoliations prior to 1800; which was refer- 
|| red to the select committee on that subject. 


|| the legal representatives of Joseph and George R. 


|| Massey, deceased, praying indemnity for French | 


|| spoliations prior to 1800; which was referred to the 
|| select committee on that subject. 

|| Several petitions and papers relating thereto, 
|! were, on leave being asked and obtained, with- 
5 . 

|| drawn from the files of the Senate, and referred to 
|| the appropriate committees. 


| NOTICES OF BILLS, ETC. 


| Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, gave notice of a 
|| bill to authorize a change in the location of school 
|| lands. 

|| Mr. BAGBY gave notice of a bill to provide for 
|| the payment of interest to the State of Alabama, 
| 


|| on advances made for the use of the Government. 


|| the duty on certain railroad iron, imported by the 
\ State of Georgia. 

Mr. SEMPLE gave notice of a joint resolution 
to amend the Constitution of the United States. 


RETURN OF SANTA ANA TO MEXICO. 
Mr. BARROW submitted the following resolu- 


| tion for consideration: 
| Resolved, That the President of the United States 


| agent was sent by him or by his direction to Ha- 
| vana, to advise, procure, or in any manner pro- 
| mote the return of Santa Ana to Mexico; and if 
| so, who was the officer or agent, what were his in- 
| structions, and when was he sent on such a mis- 
sion; also that he inform the Senate by what means, 
and through what channel, Santa Ana was inform- 
| ed that an order was issued to the commander of 
| our naval forces in the Gulf directing said com- 
|| mander not to obstruct his (Santa Ana’s) return to 


| Government relative to the terms or conditions on 
| which Santa Ana was permitted to pass through 
_our blockading squadron, or in any manner re- 


| Mexico. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
| tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, 
and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the justice and 
propriety of granting to the ancient French inhabi- 
tants of Peoria, in the State of Illinois, a quantity 
\| of land equivalent in value to the lots in the pres- 
|| ent city of Peoria to which they can show title by 


|| virtue of their former occupation of the same. 


Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
,| tion; which was laid on the table: 

| Resolved, That the President of the United States 
|| be requested to communicate to the Senate all such 
|| information (the publication of which will not be 
| prejudicial to the public service) as will show the 
| 

| 


situation of the claims of citizens of the United 
States against the late republic of Colombia; wheth- 
er there is any prospect of a settlement of the same; 
and whether it is not necessary for Congress to 
adopt some measures for the speedy assertion of 
the just rights of the claimants. 
'| Mr. ATCHISON moved that the Committee on 
|| Claims have leave to employ a clerk. 

He stated that he was requested to make this 


praying an additional appropriation for the con- | 


| to the claim of the heirs of James Stace, deceased, |} 
an officer in the revolutionary army, to a pension; | 
‘ 


| Mr. J. M. CLAYTON presented the petition of | 


Mr. BERRIEN gave notice of a bill to refund | 


be requested to inform the Senate, if any officer or 


| Mexico; and also that he transmit to the Senate | 
| copies of any correspondence in possession of the | 


| lating to the subject of Santa Ana’s return to | 


motion by the chairman of the Committee on 
Claims, who was now absent from indisposition, 
Mr. BREESE. Isa clerk necessary? 
Mr. ATCHISON replied that he had received 
a note from the chairman of the committee, in 
| Which he was requested to make this motion. He 
had moved the order in compliance with that re- 
quest. He would add, however, in reply to the 
Senator from Illinois, that, in his opinion, the ser- 
vices of a clerk were necessary. 
The motion was then agreed to. 
| Mr. DICKINSON (on leave) introduced a bill 
| to amend the act for the reculation of seamen on 
board the public and private vessels of the United 
| States, passed the 3d March, 1813; which was read 
twice, and referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
| ciary. 
| Mr. SEMPLE (on leave) introduced a bill to 
renodel the consular establishment of the United 
States; which was read twice, and referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. BREESE (on leave) introduced a bill to 
| create the office of surveyor general of the public 
lands in the Territory of Oregon, and to grant 
donation rights to settlers therein, and for otber 
purposes; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 
|| Mr. BARROW (on leave) introduced a bill to 
|| provide for the survey of the mouth of Red river, 
in the State of Louisiana; which was read twice, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
i| Mr. ATCHISON (on leave) introduced a bill 
\| for the relief of the heirs of John Paul Jones; 
i} which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
|| mittee on Naval Affairs. 
|| Mr. JOILNSON, of Louisiana, (on leave,) intro- 
|| daced a bill to amend the act approved June, 1844, 
}| to provide for the adjustment of land claims within 
|| the States of Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana, 
|, and in those parts of the State of Mississippi and 
|} Alabama south of the 31st degree of north latitude, 
and between the Mississippi and Perdido rivers; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Private Land Claims. 


} 


The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Breese, was considered and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
| to furnish the Senate with a statement of all appro- 
' priations made for the construction and repair of 
roads, fortifications, and harbors, and for the im- 
provement of rivers in each and all of the States 
and Territories of the United States, showing the 
' amount and period of each appropriation and ex- 
penditure. 


The following resolution, heretofore submitted 
by Mr. Yunnr, came up for consideration: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate cause 
| to be engraved the topographical map of the pen- 
insula of Florida, prepared under direction of the 
War Department, and furnished to the Senate in 
compliance with a resolution. 


Mr. YULEE desired to state ina very few words 
that this map had been prepared by the topograph- 
ical bureau, by the direction of the War Depart- 
ment, at a considerable expense to the United 
| States; that extensive surveys had been made by 
| officers of the Government, for the expenses of 
| which appropriations had been made by Congress; 
| that this highly valuable map was the result of their 
| labors, and that their services would be lost to the 

public, if this map was not published. Its pub- 
| lication would cost but very little, and he trust- 
|| ed that no objection to this procedure would be 
i; mades 
ii} Mr. NILES moved to refer the resolution to the 
|, Committee on Printing, which was agreed to. 


‘| Mr. ATCHISON asked to be excused from serv- 
ing on the Committee on Claims; which was 
granted. 


| Mr.J.M.CLAYTON asked to be excused from 


| 
serving on the Committee on Claims; which was 
granted. 


| 

| . 

|| A message was received from the House of Rep- 
|| resentatives, informing the Senate that the House 
1} 

} 


| had chosen the Rev. Wituiam J. Sprore, of the 
Presbyterian denomination, Chaplain on their 
art. 

{| . Also that the House had passed a number of 
| private bills and joint resolutions, which were sev- 
| erally taken up, and referred to their appropriate 

committees. 


On motion, the Senate adjourned. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 21, 1846. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved, 

Mr. Husarp of Virginia, and Mr. Parnisn of 
Ohio, (Demoerats,) appeared in their seats to-day. 

The SPEAKER announced the first business in 
order to be the bill to admit the State of Jowa into 
the Union, (which had heretofore been made the 
special order for this day.) 

Mr. GILES asked leave to introduce a resolu- 
tion, 

Objection was made. 

A motion, by Mr. RATHBUN, cuat the special 
order be postponed until to-morrow, was disagreed 
to. 

Mr. TIBBATTS, on leave, offered the follow- 
ing, to be proposed by him, when in order, asa 
substitute for the bill (No. 556) to increase the pay 
of the non-commissioned officers, musicians, apd 
privates, of the army of the United States, and the 
militia and volunteers in the service of the same, 
and allowing them bounty land in certain cases: 

“Sec. 1. Be it enacted, {c., That each volunteer, non- 
commissioned officer, musician, and private, who has vol- 
untecred or may volunteer for a period less than during the 
war, and who shali have gone or may go into the service, 
and have reeeived an honorable discharge, shall be entitled 
to three months’ additional pay, and to a warrant for one 
hundred and sixty acres of land belonging to the United 
States. 

“Suc, 2. dnd he if further enacted, ‘That there shall be 
allowed and paid to cach non-commissioned officer, musi 
cian, and private, who shall, after the passage of this act, 
enlist or voluateer in the service of the United States, fora 
period of five years, or during the war with Mexico, aboun 
ty of fifteen dollars; but the payment of ten dollars of said 
bounty shali be deferred until the soldier enlisting shall join 
the regiment or corps in which he is to serve, and until the 
soldier volunteering shall be mustered into the service of the 
United States. 

* Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That cach non-coin- 
missioned officer, musician, or private, in the army of the 
United States, who has enlisted or volunteered, or who shall 
enlist in the army or volunteer in the service of the United 
States for a period of five years, or during the war with 
Mexico, shall be each entitled, on his receiving an honovra- 
ble discharge from the army, to a warrant for three hundred 
and twenty acres of land; to be located on any land belong- 
mg to the United States, and which was subject to entry at 
the date of said warrant. 

“Seo. 4. And be it further enacted, That the widow, if 
there be one, if there be no widow, then the child or chil- 
dren, if there be any, and if there be 
father or mother, of any non-commissioned officer, musi 
cian, or private, of the army of the United States, or militia 
or volunteers of the same, who has been or may be killed in 
battle, or has died or may die in service during the war with 
Mexico, shall be entitled to a warrant for the same quantity 
of land to which such non-commissioned officer, musician, 
or private, would have been entitled had he have received 
an honorable discharge, aud shall be entitled to locate the 


same upon any land in the United States subject to entry.” | 


Mr. HILLIARD gave notice that he would, at 
an early day, introduce a bill to change the place 
of holding the United States court for the middle 
district of the State of Alabama, and fixing the 
same at Montgomery. 

Mr. GENTRY asked leave to make a personal 
explanation. 

Some conversation followed, the result of which 
was, that on motion of Mr. SCHENCK, the con- 
sideration of the special order was postponed for 
one hour, for the purpose of affording Mr. G. the 
opportunity he desired, 

Mr. GENTRY then took the floor. He said, 
the explanation he desired to make was elicited 
by an article in the Union newspaper of Novem- 
ber 17th, which, as he conceived, did him great 
injustice 2. 

“Mr. G. ther upon read the article, (which had 
reference to what Mr. G. had said in his speech 
on the President’s message respecting certain lan- 
guage attributed to Mr. Buchanan respecting the 
Orevon treaty, and which Mr. B. denied having 
used in the unqualified sense stated by Mr. G.) i 

This article conveyed the idea that Mr. G. had 
done injustice to the Secretary of State. As Mr. 


G. felt himself to be ineapable of wilfally doing | 


injustice to any man, he desired to set himself right 
in reference to this accusation. He said he had 
been correctly reported in this part of his speech 
in the Union, and somewhat incorrectly in the 
latelligencer: yet the editor, passing over the re- 
port made in his own paper, chose to refer to that 
contained in the Intelligencer, purposely, as it 
would seem, that it might misrepresent what he 
had said. 

Mr. G. here read from the report in the Union, 
which represented him as quoting general rumor 
only as to the expressions used by Mr. Buchanan, 


no child, then the | 


which, from the other report, it might be supposed - 


ff pw ii . } . . 
| that he had spoken as if from his own knowledge. || tion as this placed them in, Mr. G. had no 
| Mr. G. was unwilling to place a distinguished gen- | 
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tleman like the Secretary of State in an unpleasant | 


position, and therefore he had not sought or asked 
for any testimony to show what language he might 


have employed: but were it necessary, Mr. G. | 


could procure certificates from the most respectable 


sources that the Secretary did use the expressions | 


imputed to him by general rumor, and referred to 
by Mr. G. in his own remarks. But no such 
proof was necessary; the article in the Union it- 
self virtually admitted it. 

Mr. G. in his speech had referred to language 
employed by a Senator, in reply to what had been 
said by Mr. Haywoop, of the President’s being 


| willing to settle our controversy with Britain on | 


the Oregon question by taking 49° north as a com- 
promise line, viz: that he could not believe the 


| President had ever intimated any such willingness, 


and that, if he ever did sign a treaty sccepting of 
that line, **he would damn himself to such a 
depth of infamy that the hand of resurrection 
could never reach him.’’ In confirmation of the 


position taken in his speech, he might further refer | 


to the vehement language used by the gentleman | 


from Illinois, [Mr. Doueiass,] and the reference | 


made by him to his political pilgrimage to the 
Hermitage, and the speeches made by him to Gen- 


| eral Jackson, and his political friends in Tennes- 
| sce, and their assent to the positions he there took, 


as well as to that gentleman’s fiery denunciations 
fulminated against the President at the very hint 
that he ever could consent to a treaty based on 
49°. The existence of the rumor mentioned by 


' Mr G. wasa thing perfectly well known; it could 
not but be known to every gentleman on that floor; | 


it was the common talk everywhere—in hotels, in 


boarding-houses, in the lobbies, and the street. | 


Who, then, could doubt that Mr. Polk did give to 
those of his partisans who went strongly for 54° 
40’, to believe that the Administration had fixed 
itself immovalily on that parallel asthe only bound- 
ary to which it ever would consent? 
cording to the article in the Union, the Secretary 


But, ac- || 


of State now qualified what he had said about , 


sooner having his right arm cut off than putting 
his hand to any treaty which recognised 49° as 
our boundary, by the allegation that he had added 
‘“‘unless a majority of two-thirds of the Senate 


in mind of the reply of a girl to her lover who was | 
pressing for a kiss, ‘* you never shall get it wnless | 


you are stronger than I, and I know you is.”? 


Mr. G. said he would now read the evidence | 


which he had before referred to,:as 
him in being a little skeptical as to the truth of a 
statement which had nothing to support it but the 


/ assertion of the President of the United States. 


In his speech, Mr. G. had ventured to question 
the sincerity of that declaration of the message, 
that the war against Mexico had not been under- 
taken for the sake of conquest; and as a justifica- 
tion of himself, he had contrasted the assurances 
and declarations of the President to his confidential 


political friends with what was said by Mr. McLane, | 


our envoy to the Court of St. James, on his return 
home from his foreign mission. 


What did Mr. McLane say? 


“ T certainly could not have been induced to return to po- 
litical life, as the representative of my country abroad, unless 
T had been persuaded that, in the crisis to which you have re- 
ferred, the views of my own Government had been entirely 
consistent with such a settlement of the Oregon question as 
ought to have secured an honorable peace, and unless I had 


entertained the hope that [I might be enabled in some degree || 


to cooperate to that end.” 

And again: 

“Having some knowledge, from my official position at 
that time, of the policy and objects of the Convention of 
1828, I am quits persuaded that its main design was to lead, 
in a future partition of the territory, to the recognition of 


our claim to the country, not north, but south of the 49th |} 
A divi- | 


parallel, and between that and the Columbia river. 


yarranting | 
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thing 
more to say. He had quoted these authentic his. 


torical documents to show that he had been fully 
justified in all he had said on the point of Exec. 
tive sincerity and truth. 


Mr. BRODHEAD moved to suspend the rijles 
to enable him to offer the following resolution: — 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
directed to report to this House on what articles 
embraced in the tariff act of 1846 the duties can be 
augmented beyond the existing rates, so as to jp. 
crease the revenue; and to what extent said duties 
can be increased, and what additional revenye 
would accrue therefrom. 
The yeas and nays were taken, and are as {). 
Ows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Abbott, Barringer, James Black, Blanch 
i ard, Brinkerhoff, Brodhead, William G. Brown, Wi)}); n 
W. Campbell, John H. Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chapy yay 
Cocke, Crozier, Culver, Cummins, Canningham, Dy lano. 
Dixon, Edsall, Erdman, John H. Ewing, Foster, Garyj,,’ 
Gentry, Giddings, Graham, Grider, Grinnell, Haimnptoy, 
Harper, John W. Houston, Samuel D. Hubbard, Washingtoy, 
Hunt, James B, Hunt, Charlies J. Ingersoll, Jenkins, Thowas 
Buller King, Leib, Levin, McClean, McGaughey, Mclivaine, 
Marsh, Moseley, Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, Pollock, Ray, 
sey, Ritter, Julius Rockwell, John A. Rockwell, Root, Sea. 
man, Truman Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Stewart, Strohm, 
Thibodeaux, Thomasson, James Thompson, Tibbatts, 
Trumbo, Vinton, Wheaton, Winthrop, Woodruff, Young, 
and Yost—69. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashmun, Atkinson, Bedinger, Bell, Bey. 
ton, Biggs, James A. Black, Bowdon, Boyd, Buffington, 
Burt, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben Chapman, Chase, 

! Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Collamer, Collin, Cottrell, Cran- 
ston, Cullom, Dargan, G. Davis, De Mott, Dunlap, Faran, 
Ficklin, Foot, Fries, Goodyear, Gordon, Grover, Hale, Ham- 

, lin, Haralson, Henley, Hoge, Elias B. Holmes, Hopkins, 
George 8. Houston, Edmund W. Hubard, Hungerford, Hun- 

| ter, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johuson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kennedy, Preston King, 
Lawrence,.Leake, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, McClelland, 
McClernand, McDaniel, Joseph J. McDowell, James Me- 
Dowell, McHenry, McKay, Barkley Martin, Morse, Moutton, 
| Norris, Owen, Parrish, Pettit, Reid, Reife, Rhett, Roberts, 
| Runk, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scammon, Schenck, Seddon, 
Severance, Alexander D. Sims, Albert Smith, Thomas 
| Smith, Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, St. John, 
Strong, Jacob Thompson, Tilden, Tredway, Wentworth, 
White, Williams, and Woodworth—96. 


Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
_ rules were not suspended, and the resolution was 


|; not received. 


| Mr. SAWYER (previous notice having been 
| given) introduced a bill to reduce and graduate the 


debkinanne The put Mr. G. very much || price of the public lands to actual settlers, and for 


other purposes; which was read twice, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEAMAN (previous notice having been 
| given) introduced a bill for the ascertainment and 
| satisfaction of spoliations by the French prior to 
the 31st day of July, 1801; which bill was twice 
_read, and referred to the Committee on Foreign 


|| Affairs. 


sion of the country upon that principle, with a reasonable | 
regard to rights grown up under the joint possession, always | 
appeared to me to afford a just and practical basis for an | 


amicable and honorable adjustment of the subject. Such, 
also, I was satisfied, were the views of our Government at 
the time I engaged in my recent mission; and earnestly and 
steadily daboring to effect a settlement on that basis, I was 
but representing the policy of my own Governmént, and 
a promoting the intentions and wishes of the Presi- 
dent.”? 


Mr. G. would now submit it to the candor of 
every gentleman i whether he had not proved 
the position he 


cerity of some of the President’s declarations. If 
the Administration were content with such a posi- 


Mr. SEAMAN gave notice that he would, at an 
_ early day, ask leave to introduce a bill to make the 
city of Brooklyn a port of entry. 


Mr. RATHBUN, by leave, offered the following 
' resolutions: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 
required to report to this House whether any sum 
or sums of money have been paid, or authorized 
by him or by any officer in the Treasury Depart- 
ment to be paid, to any person or persons for the 
services of such person or persons, or for the ex- 
penses of such person or persons, in aiding or 
_assisting in draughting or perfecting the tariff bill 
furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury to the 
Committee of Ways and Means at the last session 
of Congress; the names of the person or persons 
| so paid; the amount paid to each; the services or 

expenses for which such payment was made; out 
_of what fund, and in what manner payment was 

made; whether such person or persons were at the 
| game time officers under the General Government 
connected with the collection of the revenue, the 
salary or pay of each per annum, and the authority 
under which such payment was made for the ser- 
vices first above mentioned. 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be 


| required to inform this House whether the weigh- 


1ad taken in regard to the insin- | 


ers, gaugers, and measurers heretofore employed 
at the various custom-houses in the United States 
have been retained in office since the tariff act of 
1846 went into operation; and, if so, for what pur- 
| pose and under what authority they are so re- 
tained. 
The resolutions were read and adopted. 


| Mr. MORRIS gave notice that he would, to- 


morrow, or on some subsequent day, introduce a 





ae : T 





pill for the settlement of the claims of New Hamp- 
shire against the United States. 


Mr, TIBBATTS, on leave, introduced bills of | 
the following titles, viz: : 

4 bill making appropriations for the improve- 
ment of. the navigation of the Mississippi, Ohio, 

| Missouri rivers. [It appropriates $240,000 to 
= ded on the Ohio, below the falls, the Mis- | 
sissippi, and Missouri rivers, and $100,000 to be 
Sissippl, * L 
expended on the Ohio, above the falls.] _ 

‘\ bill making an appropriation for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Arkansas river. [Ap- | 
propriates 480,000 for that purpose.| 

A bill making a further appropriation for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi 
river. [Appropriates $79,000 to be expended in 
the vicinity of the city of St. Louis.] 

A bill making a further appropriation for the 
improvement of the navigation of the Mississippi | 
river. [Appropriates $50,000 to be expended above | 
the mouth of the Missouri. | 

Which bills were severally referred to the Com- | 
mittee on Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


On motion of Mr. PRESTON KING, the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House was discharged from 
the consideration of the bill for the relief of Patrick 
Kelly; and the bill being engrossed, was read a 
third time and passed. 

On motion of Mr. WINTHROP, 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be | 
instructed to consider the expediency of providing 
by law that all steamboats which navigate the va- 
rious bays, sounds, and lakes of the oe shall 
be provided with anchors, chain-cables, win lasses, | 
pumps, and storm-sails, proportionate to their ton- 
nage, and that they shall be inspected in relation 
to their seaworthiness in these respects as they 
now are in relation to the strength of their boilers 
and enginery. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM gave notice that he would 
at an early day introduce a bill to cede certain lands 
of the United States to the city of Cincinnati, in || 
the State of Ohio. 

Mr. THOMAS BUTLER KING introduced | 
bills of the following titles, of which previous no- 
tice had been given: 

A bill making appropriation to remove the wrecks || 
and other obstructions from the Savannah river; | 

A bill making appropriation to build a custom- | 
house in the city of Savannah, 

Which bills were twice read, and referred to the | 
Committee on Commerce. | 
| 
| 


be expe® 


On motion of Mr. WENTWORTH, 
Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
inquire into the expediency of establishing another | 
term of the United States district court of Illinois. 


Mr. THOMASSON asked leave to offer the fol- 
lowing preamble and joint resolution: 


Whereas the acquisition of territory by conquest, not || 
absolutely necessary for self-protection, is repugnant to the | 
geuius of the United States Government, and dangerous in | 
its tendencies upon the minds of the people: i] 

Aud whereas it is impolitie to acquire any portion of the | 
Mexican territory without paying a fair compensation there- | 
for, and the inhabitants of the country to be thus acquired | 
should give their free consent to the change before jurisdic- 
tion over them is assumed: 

And whereas to require a conquered nation to pay the 
expenses of a war, because it happens to be the weaker 
Power, is in opposition to the general impulses of man’s 
nature, and such a rule, to be made applicable in all cases, | 
would be the emanation of despotism, and unworthy a great | 
Republic, whose citizens love liberty: 

And whereas the cost of a war, avowed to be waged for 
principle alone, should not be the cause of its continuance: | 
Therefore, | 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives | 
of the United States of America in Gongress assembled, That | 
when Mexico shall make ample remuneration for acknowl- 
edged indebtedness, and establish the Rio Grande as the 
boundary for the two nations, the peace between the sister 
Republics, so unhappily disturbed, ought to be restored. 


Objection being made to the reception of the 
preamble and resolution, 
Mr. THOMASSON moved to suspend the rules; 
on which motion the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ROOT asked to be excused from voting, 
and proceeded to state his reasons for making the 
request. 

I know (said Mr. R.) that the question is mere- 
ly whether the resolution shall be received; but 
from the votes that members give upon it, infer- 
ences will be drawn as to their opinions of the 
resolution. From what I could learn of the pre- | 
amble, by hearing it read at the Clerk’s desk, I | 








discovered nothing objectionable in it; but it is a | 
Strange preface to the resolution. The resolution 


| Buffington, William W. 
| man, Collamer, Delano, John H. Ewing, Foot, Gentry, Gid- 
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| proposes to make up our quarrel with Mexico, 
| provided she will pay what she owes our citizens, 


and cede to us all her territory east of the Rio 
Grande. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, of Alabama, rose to a point 
of order. He objected to Mr. R. proceeding, on 
a motion to be excused from voting, to make a 
speech upon the resolution. 


The CHAIR decided that, according to the 


| practice of the House, Mr. Root was in order. 


Mr. R. went on to say that the gentleman from 
Alabama, in his endeavor to enforce a strict con- 
struction of the rule, and thus to save the time of 
the House, had consumed more time than he (Mr. 
R.) would have required to say all that he had 
intended to say; and now, (said Mr. R.,) I will 
only add, that the preamble is all for peace, con- 


| demns a war for conquest, and insists that we do 


not wish to take from Mexico any of her territory, 
either by force or fraud. All this I approve, and 
would vote for it if it stood alone. God knows 
how willingly I would, if I could, put an end to 
the war. But the resolution which follows this 


| preamble proposes to end the war only on the 


condition that Mexico will relinquish to us all 
her territory on this side of the Rio Grande—a 
territory four times as large as the State of Ohio, 
and as rightfully Mexico’s as the city of Mexico 
itself. This 1 cannot vote for, nor even seem to 
support, so far as to vote for its reception. There- 
fore, I desire to be excused from voting at all, 
unless the House shall think it cannot possibly 
dispense with my vote. 

The question to suspend the rules being taken, 
was decided as follows: 

YEAS —Messrs. Abbott, Arnold, Ashmun, James Black, 
Campbell, Carroll, John G. Chap 


dings, Grinnell, Washington Hunt, MeGaughey, McHenry, 
Melivaine, Marsh, Moseley, Ripley, Julius Rockwell, Runk, 
Schenck, Seaman, Severance, Caleb B. Sinith, Strohm, 
Thomasson, Tilden, Vinton, and Winthrop—s3. 
NAYS—Messrs. Siephen Adams, Anderson, Atkinson, 
Barringer, Bedinger, Benton, Biggs, Jas. A. Black, Blanch- | 
ard, Bowdon, Bowlin, Boyd, Brinkerhott, Brodhead, Wil- 


‘liam G. Brown, Cathcart, Augustus A. Chapman, Reuben 


Chapman, Chase, Chipman, Clarke, Cobb, Cocke, Collin, 
Constable, Cottrell, Cranston, Crozier, Cullom, Culver, 


|} Cummins, Cunningham, Daniel, Dargan, De Mott, Dilling- 
| ham, Dixon, Dobbin, Douglass, Duniap, Edsall, Erdman, 


Faran, Ficklin, Foster, Fries, Garvin, Goodyear, Gordon, 
Graham, Grover, Hamlin, Haralson, Harmanson, Henley, 
Hoge, I. E. Holines, Hopkins, Hough, George 8. Houston, 
Zdmund W. Hubard, Samuel D. Hubbard, Hudson, Hun- | 
gerford, James B. Hunt, Hunter, Charles J. Ingersoll, Jen- 
kins, James H. Johnson, Joseph Johnson, Andrew Johnson, 
George W. Jones, Seaborn Jones, Kaufman, Kennedy, Pres 
ton King, Lawrence, Leake, Leib, Ligon, Lumpkin, Maclay, 
McClean, McClelland, McClernand, McCrate, MeDaniel, 
Joseph J. McDowell, James McDowell, McKay, Jobn P. 
Martin, Barkley Martin, Morris, Moulton, Niven, Norris, 
Parrish, Payne, Pendleton, Perrill, Perry, Pettit, Phelps, 
Pillsbury, Pollock, Rathbun, Reid, Rette, Rhett, Ritter, Rob- 
erts, John A. Rockwell, Root, Sawtelle, Sawyer, Scaimmon, 
Seddon, Alexander D. Sims, Truman Smith, Thoinas Smith, 
Robert Smith, Stanton, Starkweather, Stewart, St. John, 
Strong, Thibodeaux, James Thompson, Jacob Thompson, 
Thurman, Tibbatts, Tredway, Wentworth, Wheaton, Wick, 
Willianis, Woodrutl, Woodward, Woodworth, and Yost— 
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Two-thirds not voting in the affirmative, the 
rules were not suspended, and the preamble and 


| resolution were not received. 


The hour during which the consideration of the 
order of the day had been postponed having ex- 
pired— 

The House, on motion of Mr. DODGE, pro- 
ceeded to the special order of the day, and took up 
the bill for the 


ADMISSION OF IOWA INTO*THE UNION. 


The pending question was on the engrossment 
of the bill. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, from the Committee on Ter- || 
ritories, explained its provisions. 

The first section merely declared that the State, 
having complied with the conditions required by 
a law of Congress passed last session for her ad- | 
mission, was admitted into the Union. 

The second section reénacted the same provi- 
sions which had been contained in the bill passed 
last year, which was supplemental to a former 
law. 

The people of the State having refused to accept 
the boundaries prescribed in the law of last ses- 
sion, it was deemed to follow that the law admit- 
ting the State with those boundaries of course fell || 
with them; and it became necessary that the enact- || 


ments should be revived and applied to the State || 
as bounded in the present bill. i} 


| 


Mr. SIMS, of South Carolina, observed that be- |! 


a 


| make that application of the proceeds of thi 
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fore the bill should be ordered to its third reading, 
he wished to call the attention of the Delegate from 
lowa to a clause contained in the tenth article ef 
the State constitution, set forth in the bill, taken 
in connexion with one of the sections of the law of 
i841. According to the present bill, the donation 
from the United States of five hundred thousand 
acres of public land to each new State to be admit- 
ted into the Union should, when received, be ap- 
plied to purposes of education; but, by the law of 
1841, it was required that these lands should be 
applied to purposes of internal improvement, 

Mr. 8. thoughtit proper to bring before Congress 
and before the Delegate from Lowa this discrep- 
ancy, with a view to obviate doubt or difficulty 
hereafter from the idea that it had escaped notice. 
Mr. S. approved of the alteration, and had ne 
doubt it would be the duty of the land officers to 
govern themselves by the provision of the 


t present 


law as modifying that of the law of I841- The 
discrepancy was manifest, and it should not exist 
without the knowledge and notice of the House, 
so that if the new application of the land fund was 
to be made, it should be done with the knowledee 
and approbation of Congress. 
Mr. DODGE said it was very true that the 
constitution approved by the people of Towa did 


puiiiie 
lands received from the United States which had 
been stated by the gentleman from South Carolina; 
but 

Mr. SIMS here said, before the gentleman pro 
cecded, he wished it distinctly to be understood 
by that gentleman, by the House, and the coun 
try, that he was in favor of the admission of lowa 
with her constitution thus modified. fle approved 
of the change entirely; he had referred to it not 
by way of objection to her reception, but merely 
because he thought it due to all parties that the 
fact should be known and understood. 

Mr. DODGE proceeded to say that the people 
of Jowa, in accepting the constitution in its present 
form, considered the five hundred thousand acres 
of land received from the General Government as 
a paternal gift, which they had a right to apply ia 
any manner they might deem most conducive to 
their own good. They supposed that the trust 
had been applied to a proper and praiseworthy 
object, and that this House would concur in that 
opinion. They regarded it as the gift of a parent 
to the child, and that the recipient might lawfully 
apply it to any proper purpose. He trusted that 
no difficulty would grow out of the fact which had 
been brought to the notice of the House. 

Mr. PETTIT thought there could no difficulty 
proceed from this source. Yet he did not under- 





stand that, when a donation had been made for a 
specific use stated by the donor, trustees could, 


without his consent, change the use of the trust 
fund; and, without the consent of Congress, he did 


| not suppose the change now made by the new coun- 


stitution of Iowa would be valid. The United 
States had given this land to the State for a speci- 
fic purpose, and Iowa was a trustee, whose duty 
it was to apply the donation to the object specified; 
but, if all the parties assented, no doubt the ends 
and condition of the trust might be changed. It 
might be abrogated in reference to one object and 
applied to another. Here the parties all agreed. 
And, for one, he thought the present a more ap- 
propriate and a wiser application of the fund thag 
if it were to be applied to works of internal im- 
provement. He hoped the article of the new con- 
stitution would be sacredly observed. Mr. P. here 
observed, generally, that the relative number of 
persons who could not read in the different States 
went to show that where the public revenues were 
applied to purposes of education, the diffusion of 
knowledge and the intelligence and virtue of the 
people was greater than where those resources re- 
ceived any other direction; and in those States 
there was a proportionate attachment to the con- 
stitution, and to the Jeffersonian construction of 
that instrument. He referred particularly to New 
Hampshire as a proof of this, where, though he 
admitted the prevalence of education in all the New 
England States, he believed the mass of the people 
were more attached to free institutions than they 
were in any other part of the Union. 

He westa say to the Delegate from Iowa, never 


| suffer this sacred trust to be invaded or touched. 


If you regard the interest of civil liberty, never 
pervert this fund to any other purpose. 


Mr. RATHBUN contended that the present bill 
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was unnecessary, Iowa having been admitted || he get a valid title? Could the State enforce a | 


already under the prospective provisions of the || céntract thus made? 


law passed last session. 


The law of 1845 was in the very language of | 
this bill; but the boundaries then proposed having | 


been rejected by the people of lowa, new bounda- 
ries were assigned by the act of 1846; and as soon 
as those were accepted the law became of force, 
and Lowa came into the Union ipso facto. He sup- 
posed this to be the conviction of those people 
themselves, for he understood that they had elect- 
ed their representatives to this House, who were, 
he believed, now on their way. If she did not be- 


come a State at her adoption of the constitution, | 


how was she to become one? Could a mere ‘Ter- 
ritory elect representatives to Congress? Certain- 
ly, a8 soon as she accepted the altered boundaries 
in the new constitution she supposed herself to be 
in the Union, and acted seal 

of representatives, 
the least necessity for passing the present law. 
jowa was a State at this moment; the House had 
admitted her twice, and her representatives were 
now entitled to their seats. 


Mr. DOUGLASS said he thought he could ex- | 


plain this matter so as to satisfy the gentleman 
from New York. He then stated that all that had 
been done under the first law had been rendered 
null and of no effect by the people's refusal of their 
first constitution. The boundaries were then alter- 
od by a second law; these the people had agreed 
to; and, under this last law they came, presented 


their constitution, and asked to be admitted into | 


the Union. This. was the first time they had 
asked it: and, if admitted, they would be admitted 
by the present law. And this brought him to no- 
tice the objection of the gentleman from South 
Carolina, ; 

Mr. SIMS said he again protested against its 
beine understood that he was opposed to the bill. 
He had raised no objection to it: he should, on the 
contrary, vote for the admission of the State under 
the constitution as it stood: all he desired was, 
that the true state of the fact should be clearly 
understood. 

Mr. DOUGLASS, resuming, said the gentleman 
seemed to have got hold of the old constitution of 
Is45. 
in the present constitution, butif it was he was not 
aware of it: if it was wrong, he was willing it 
should be altered. 
bill, it was necessary, in order to establish Federal 
courts within the new State. The provision of 
the former law to that effect having become inoper- 
ative, the same had been inserted in the present 
ball. 

Mr. THURMAN thoucht his friend from New 
York |Mr. Raranun] had overlooked one section 
in the actof 1845, which plainly showed that lowa 
was not admitted. Mr. ’T’. read the section. 


Mr. RA'THBUN said that that section had been | 


abrogated by the act of 1846, and under this last 
act lowa was now admitted. 

Mr. THURMAN thought not yet. She was to 
be admitted when she presented a constitution con- 
taining a republican form of government. She 
now came and presented here such a constitution— 
an act had This was a 
new lowa, with different boundaries from the State 
formerly provided for. As to the election of rep- 
resentatives, the passage of this act would retroact 
as far back as the adoption of a new constitution, 
and would thereby render valid the election which 
had since been held. The same had happened in 
the cases of other new Michigan had 
gone 80 far as to elect Senators before her actual 
admission. 

As to the objection from the change of the trust, 
it was true that the constitution did make such a 
change for internal improvements to education; but 
as there was no mode of enforcing the execution 
of trusts on sovereign States, this worked no legal 
change. No law could apply to the case. The 
trust created no legal obligation: the utmost it could 
do was to lay the State under a moral obligation, 
with which, however sacred, the law, as such, had 
nothing to do; and, therefore, it was indifferent 
entirely whether this change was in the constitu- 
tion or not. 

Mr. PETTIT put a case to show that this gene- 
ral statement must be restricted. Suppose, after 
this change had been made, one of the citizens of 
lowa should purchase a tract of these lands granted 
by the United States on a different condition, could 


} 
ane 


never done before. 


States. 


ingly by the choice | 
Iie could not, therefore, see | 


It was possible the same article might be | 


As to the second section of the | 
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| land? 


| the trust, must these innocent purchasers be de- || 


Mr. THURMAN. Suppose all the land should 
have been sold and the proceeds put into the treas- 
ury of the State, and then the State should change 


| prived of their tides? 


takers in the act; but when they purchased the | 
land before it was sold to others, and after the | 


Mr. PETTIT. No; because they were no par- 


change of the trust, they would make themselves 

parties to the fraud, and their titles would be 
' 

null, 


After some further remarks of Mr. THURMAN, 


on the legal inoperativeness of the conditions of | 
| State trusts— 
Mr. DODGE said it was only necessary to state | 
| What had been the understanding of the people of | 
| Iowa in this matter. [ 

_ the former constitution was rejected, the act pro- | 


They supposed t 


posing the rejected boundaries fell of course, for it 
was on condition of their acceptance, and this they 
refused. A second convention, therefore, was held 
in January, 1846, under the law passed in 1845. 


The eighth section of that law showed the neces- | 


sity of anew act. By the former act the procla- 


| mation of the President of the United States was 


required: in this act no such requirement was con- 
tained. 

Mr. SIMS entirely concurred with the gentle- 
man from Ohio [Mr. Tuurman] as to the effect of 
all trusts imposed upon States; but he wholly dis- 
sented from the inference that it was therefore in- 


| different whether they were expressed in the State 


constitution or not. ‘This amounted to saying that 
Congress never would trust a State, because no 
State was trustworthy. On the contrary, he 


thought States eminently worthy of trust, because, | 


whatever their legal ineflicacy, they created a moral 


obligation which he hoped no State would disre- || 


gard. 


Mr. THURMAN disclaimed having meant to | 
He admitted | 


insinuate anything to the contrary. 
trusts created a moral obligation on a State; but it 


was moral only, and never could be enforced. | 
And he meant to say that he would not limit the 


State constitution without sufficient reason. 


Mr. SIMS repeated his willingness to admit the | 


State and his hope that the bill would pass. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania, asked the 
yeas and nays; but the House refused to order 
them. And thereupon the bill was read a third 
ume and passed. | 

On motion of Mr. HOPKINS, the House re- 
solved itself into Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp, of Kentucky, in 
the chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of 
the resolutions referring the President’s message 
to appropriate committees. 


Mr. SEABORN JONES then rose and address. || 
He said that he regretted that | 
after the lapse of so many days it should have | 


ed the committee. 


become necessary for him to resume the discussion 
which had been in progress when he obtained the 
floor. He would have been extremely glad if that 
controversy were now dropped, and he would wil- 
lingly yield the floor to any gentleman who would 
be able to terminate it. But in the discharge of a 
duty which he owed, not only to himself, but to 
the Administration, it became necessary for him 
to advert to somt of the remarks which had been 
made by gentlemen composing the opposition, in 
regard to the course of the Administration with 
respect to the Mexican war. 
extreme regret that he had heard the gentleman 
from Massachusetts represent himself as coming 
within the category on which some persons were 
placed by a remark in the President’s message. 
Had that portion of the message alluded to any 


| person or party eo nomine, he (Mr. J.) would not 


| have been thus surprised. 
no allusion to any particular quarter. 


| and injured enemy. 
| tained by but few, have been widely and extensively circu- 


| Inted, not only at home, but have been spread throughout 


But the President made 
It was, to 
say the least of it, an act of great imprudence on 


the part of the gentleman from Massachusetts to | 
bring himself within the range of that remark. The || 
| remarks were of quite a general character. 


He 
would read them. The President said: 

“The war has been represented as unjust and unneces- 
sary, and as one of aggression on our part upon a weak 
Such erroneous views, though enter- 


Mexico and the whole world. A more effectual means 


And, if she attempted it, | 
_ could not the General Government reénter on the | 


iat when | 


It had been with || 
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could not have been devised to encourage the en, 
protract the war than to advocate and adhere to th) 
and thus give them ‘aid and comfort.’ ”’ 


| WHY and 
| CIF Cause. 
By whom had this war been represented as un. 
| just on the part of the United States? Bur jy 

“few.’? Yet the opinions and denunciations ;+ 
|| those persons had been extensively circulated, no, 

only in the United States but in Mexico. ‘\nq 
|, who were they? The gentleman from Massachyy. 
| setts had thought proper to rank himself amonow 
them—he had placed himself in that unfortunate 
category. 

Mr. WINTHROP. Does the honorable gentle. 
man mean to assert that I placed myself there? 

Mr. JONES. IL undertood him to place himsei 
in that category; and that he had declared his rig}, 
and that of all freemen to express their opinions, 

Mr. WINTHROP. Does he declare, in the fyeg 
of this House, that he understood me to place my- 

self in the predicament of attempting to circulate 
in Mexico—that’s his accusation—declarations of 
the injustice and impropriety of the war? 

Mr. JONES. I did not single out that part of 
the 

Mr. WINTHROP. The honorable gentlemay 
stated that explicitly. It is utterly unfounded— 
without the shadow of truth. 

Mr. JONES. I will tell the gentleman, if jj 
will allow me, what I understood him to sav: and 
| he cannot deny it with a shadow of truta. He 
| characterized the portion of the message which | 
| have read, as an attempt on the part of the Presi- 

dent to suppress discussion, and declared that, as 
| afreeman, he should discuss freely the acts of the 
| President. He spoke of the rights of freemen, and 


-_ | 


| 
' 





those which had descended from our revolutionary 
fathers. Where, then, did he place himself? 
I presume that the honorable gentleman has not 
|| taken the pains to send his speeches to Mexico, 
| although he may have had them circulated through- 
|| out the United States. But that is not the charge, 
The charge is that of assailing the Administration 
'as having brought on an unjust war-a war ag- 
gressive In its character—a war on an injured ene- 
my. Does the gentleman deny that he has assailed 
this war as unjust? Does he deny that he has 
characterized it as aggressive? Does he deny that 
he has called it the President’s war, and not the war 
of the country? He has not only by these decla- 
rations, but by the whole course and tenor of his 
argument, placed himself in the unfortunate cate- 
| gory of extending “aid and comfort”’ to the 
enemy. 
Mr. WINTHROP. 
me a single word? 
Mr. JONES. Certainly. 
Mr. WINTHROP. ite wy impute to me 
whatever opinions he sees fit. do not say that 
I do not think this war an unjust war; that I do 
not think this war to be an aggressive war; that | 
do not think this war to be a President’s war, and 
not a war of the country; that I do not feel all 
the sentiments of abhorrence of this war which 
the President has imputed to the ‘few,’ but 
whom I choose to call the ‘‘many,”’ as | believe 
they are throughout this nation. But it does so 
happen—and the honorable gentleman from Geor- 
gia should have known the circumstances of the 
case before he assailed me—it does so happen, and 
'it has been notorious to the whole country, that 
| the charges in my own district during the election 
which recently terminated in my reélection, have 
| been, that I have refrained from denouncing this 
war; that I have refrained from expressing opinions 
which the honorable gentleman has now imputed 
to me; that I have not manifested the spirit ex- 
hibited in many other parts of my own Common- 
wealth, and in many other parts of the country, 
| quite so resolutely and uncompromisingly as my 
| constituents could have desired; and although 
| there may have been some parenthetical passages 
/in my speech on the tariff, and other speeches, 
|| which the honorable member may sce fit to charge 
|as substantiating his position, yet he will be 
_ obliged to resort to a microscope—to all the glasses 
and aids which philosophy or science will put 
within his reach, in order to discover those pas- 
sages in any speech of mine which will give color 
/even to the assertions which he has now made. 
Sir, I am the last member in this House on the 
Whig side who has subjected himself to the impu- 
| tation which the President has seen fit to promulge; 
| but, because I may not have done it heretofore, 
|, let me not be misunderstood. Let me not be 


Will the gentleman allow 
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regarded as entertaining a different opinion from 
those who have done it to their heart’s content, 
and whom the President has seen fit to charge in 
this utterly unjustifiable and arbitrary manner. 
Mr. JONES proceeded. He was = much 
gratified by the explanation of the honorable gen- 
tieman from Massachusetts. He would be very 


j 846. 
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olad if every other gentleman on the same side had | 


sursued the same prudent course in which he [Mr. 
Viwruror] gloried. Whatever might have been 
his opinions on the justice or injustice of the war, 
it was indeed gratifying to find that the gentleman 
refrained from giving aid and comfort’ to the 
enemy: But was there any man there who could 
stand up in this House and refuse his assent to the 
abstract proposition of the President? The mes- 


sage says: 





not now entertain, the slightest feeling of personal 

| ill-will towards the President of the United States. 
There never has been any occurrence which had 

| a tendency to excite such a feeling. On the con- 
trary, So far as our intercourse has extended, it has 

| been uniformly courteous and polite. It has been 
such intercourse as gentlemen holding opposite po- 
litical opinions could entertain. With regard to our 

| political contests, no personal asperity has mingled 
with them. My opposition to the President is 
directed against him solely in his public character, 
and not as an individual. 

Mr. JONES was happy to hear such a dis- 
|claimer. But it was certainly not to be wondered 
at that the coarseness and vulgarity of the gentle- 
| man’s remarks should have suggested the idea that 


|| some personal pique existed. 


« The war has been represented as unjust and unneces- | 


sary, and as one of aggression On Our part upon a weak and 
jujured enemy. Such erroneous views, though entertained 
but by few, have been widely and extensively circulated 
not only at home, but have been spread throughout Mexico 
and the whole world. A is the abstract proposition 
which no one will deny.) A more effectual means could 
not have been devised to encourage the enemy and protract 
the war than to advocate and adhere to their cause, and 
thus give them ‘aid and comfort.’ ” 


Was there any man who would deny that propo- 


|| instruction in elegance of language, | will not apply | 


sition? If there were any such men, all he (Mr. J.) | 


could say was, that there must be either an obli- 


quity about their intellect which could hardly be | 


the object of admiration or envy, or else a lamenta- 
ble want of experience in the common affairs of 
human life. Who did not know, that even ina 
common fight the approbation of the bystanders 
nerved the arm of that combatant on whom it was 
bestowed? On Saturday last a paragraph caught 
his eye, which was extracted from the New Hamp- 
shire Age, and as it sustained the view which he 
had now advanced, he would take the liberty of 
reading it: 

« Letters have been received in Mexico (Vera Cruz) that 


President Polk has become the object of particular dislike || 


to his fellow-citizens through the pertinacity he has dis- 
played in the war, sacrificing two nations by his iniquitous 
caprices. The people in the north are said to be on the 
verge of revolution, through the enormous expenses inci- 
dental to the hostilities now existing between the United 
States and Mexico. 


“ Extracts of letters from the United States are published || 


in the Mexican prpers, in which it is represented that our 
people, especially in the northern States, have become thor- 


| Mr. GENTRY. 


beg to say that when I seek 
| to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. JONES. I dare say not. The misfortune 
| is, that we are too often incorrigible, and will not 
| seek instruction. Yet | sull hope that ** the sober 
second thought’’ of the gentleman will convince 
| him that his remarks on that oceasion were en- 
| tirely too vulgar. 

Mr. GENTRY. Not at all. 

Mr. JONES. They were quite too coarse to 
come from a member of this House, if not too 


|| coarse to be applied to the President of the Unrted 


| States. Does the gentleman approve of the lie 
| direct from one gentleman to another? 

| Mr. GENTRY, (with much animation.) 
| Chairman, I must and will correct this. [Cries of 


\! ** order.”’| 


oughly disgusted with the war, on account of its enormous | 


expenses, amounting to half a million of dollars per diem! 


and that it had become so odious, that it will be impracti- 
cable for our Government to raise the required number of | 


troops! that the Senate will refuse any further appropria- 
tions for the war! that the British Government has insisted 
on its mediation being accepted,” &c., &e. 


There could be no doubt as to these facts. || 
Whether these ‘extracts’? were true or false, || 
|| United States. 
|| controversy on this point. 


there could be no doubt of the fact that Mexico 
was encouraged by the divisions which now ap- 
peared amongst the American people, and in the 
American Congress. He said divisions which 


ti 


||) Mr. JONES, 


I cannot be corrected in that. It 
|| must be in the recollection of all that he applied 
\| these epithets to the President of the United 
|| States. 

Mr. GENTRY. The gentleman isin error. It 
has been supposed, even by some of my own po- 
|, litical friends, that [ did apply that term to the 
| President. I did not It is true L controverted 
‘| his truth and sincerity in making the declaration 
| that this was not an aggressive war, and after 
|arguing that, I concluded by saying that he had 
labored to make the people believe a lie. It was a 
Scriptural quotation, and | have it here. - 1 know 
what is due to myself. 

Mr. JONES. Lam glad that the gentleman has 
at length taken back the offensive 

Mr. GENTRY. I take back nothing, sir. 

Mr. JONES. Then the gentleman ought to get 
some friend to tell what he did say. He certainly 
used language not proper in this House, and most 
certainly unfit to be applied to the President of the 
I will not enter into any further 
‘Lhe gentleman was 
probably led away in the heat and hurry of ar- 





|| gument. 


appeared to exist; for there was, in reality, no | 


division on the war, so far as regarded its prose- 
cution. 
mean to except the few who might be opposed to 
the appropriations for the war. 
found by Mexico and the world at large, that when 


the United States unfolds her banner to the breeze, || 
her sons rush as one man to follow and defend it. | 


His friend from Tennessee [Mr. Gentry] appear- 
ed to take peculiar pleasure and pride in being 
ranked in that category to which the remarks of 
the President applied. But he did not stand “alone 
in his glory.” The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
Gippines] followed, or rather led, in the same 
path. Yet the gentleman from Tennessee went 
further than anybody else. 
ticular delight in being in that category, and he 
used the most opprobrious terms the vocabulary 
could furnish, for the purpose of expressing his 
disgust, his hatred, his Gilenme of feeling against 


the President of the United States. It was fortu- 


nate that the President of the United States hap- | 
pened to live in the same region as that from which | 
the honorable gentleman came, as that circum- | 


When he said no division, he did not | 


But it would be || 


He said he took par- | 


stance, perhaps, afforded a solution of the other- | 


wise almost inexplicable attack made upon him by 
the gentleman. i 
personal feeling, engendered in the fierce conflicts 
of party, in some of the numerous electioneering 
contests in which the President had so often been 
nen rankled in the gentleman’s bosom. Per- 
Maps 


Mr. GENTRY. 





I desire. to say, with the ut- 


most sincerity, that I never have entertained, and do 


erhaps some private pique, some | 


| 





| Mr. GENTRY. 
misapprehended me. 
Mr. JONES If so, 1 do not stand alone. The 
gentleman admits that his own friends so under- 
stood him. But Il desire to be done with this sub- 
|| ject and the interruptions which accompany it. 
Did he not say that the President made false asser- 
| tions with regard to the causes of the war ? 
| Mr.GENTRY. Certainly. 
| Mr. JONES. Did he not say that the Presi- 
1 dent had endeavored to make the people believe 
‘| a lie? 


The gentleman has entirely 


| Mr.GENTRY. Certainly. 
| Mr. JONES. Pray, then, is that not charging 
| the President with a lie? 
| Mr. GENTRY. Labide by what I said. 
1 Mr. JONES. Lask, has not the President al- 
i} ways, throughout his whole career, maintained the 
| highest character for truth and veracity ? 
|| Mr.GENTRY. | have never attacked the Presi- 
|| dent’s private character. It is idle for the gentle- 
man to catechise me in such a way. 

Mr. JONES. Have you never cast any impu- 
tations on his character ? 

Mr. GENTRY. Certainly not. I drew a dis- 
'| tinction between the character of the man and the 

| character of the President. If the gentleman de- 

sires to catechise me about the President’s charac- 
|| ter, I think he had better not press me. 
|| Mr. JONES. I have no apprehensions on that 
'| score; and the insinuation of the gentleman is not 
‘| in keeping with his former candid confession. 
| Mr.GENTRY. What insinuation? 
' Mr. JONES. The imputation conveyed in the 








Mr. | 


|i be wrong! 
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expression that “ the gentleman had best not press 
him.”’ 

Mr.GENTRY. The gentleman misunderstands 
me. I said he had better not press me upon his 
public character, 

Mr. JONES. I did misunderstand the gentle- 
man. I thought he said ‘*private,’? not public 
character. At all events, I do not understand that 
system of ethics which draws a distinction between 
a straightforward, honorable, veracious, and pure 
minded man in private life, and a deceitful scoun- 
drel asa public officer. Could any man believe, he 
(Mr. J.) asked, that James K.- Polk, who had 
maintained a pure private character in a political 
life of more than thirty years, could now delib- 
erately, in the character of President of the United 
States, labor to make the people believe a lie? 
Why, the imputation—if it was not irreverent to 
make the comparison—was somewhat akin to that 
which the infidel cast upon the Saviour of the world, 
when he represented him as presenting in his life 
and conversation a spotless exemplar of purity and 
holiness, and yet as being guilty from his cradle 
to his crave of the rreatest imposture ever attempt- 
ed! And for what would he practise this decep- 
tion? What motive had he? He now held the 
highest office in the world. Mr. Polk stood sens 
peur and sans reproche. 

But the gentleman from Tennessee represented 
the President not only as being guilty of an effort 
to check and curb free discussion, but as actually 
taking away * free volition,”? and compelling gen- 
tlemen to vote for a war which they believed to 

! What an omnipotent President! And 

it was said that the war had been originated sim 
ply that the President might be able to give an an 
swer to the sneering question, who was James Kh. 
Polk? He (Mr. J.) had not heard that question 
asked since the promulgation of the first message 
In that document the keenest eye of the partisan 
had been unable to detect a flaw. Even the irre- 
sponsible and unserupulous newspaper writers 
could not point out an error in it. It micht be 
said, indeed, that the President did not write it. 
Even if that statement were true, where was the 
disgrace or fault, when they all knew that the 
** Father of his country’ employed others to write 
his messages? But the statement was nor true. 
if Mr. Polk’s hand did not trace the characters, his 
mind dictated every idea and every syllable that 
the message contained. 

To this last message the only objection urged 
was, that he charged those who denounced this war 
as unjust as being guilty of treason. For this the 
| President had been assailed with the greatest fero- 
city. And they were told more than once that 
they had the rmght to impesth him—yea, more 
ithan this, thata gentleman had the right to com- 
mit treason—moral treason—so long as he cleared 
the halter. He might encourage the enemies of 
his country by his acts, and yet be within the pale 
of the law. But (replied Mr. J.) the man who 
acted barely within the pale of the law was only 
half honest; if his conduct was guided only by a 
servile fear of the law, and was not coitroiled by 
principle, he was only half honest. He would 
make no charge as to who had been guilty of this 
moral treason. He would not attempt to decide 
whether it be members in this House or out of it. 
He only made this remark, that it seemed to hirn 
very strange to hear anybody utter denunciations 
against the war, designating it as unholy, unjust, 
and oppressive in its character towards Mexico, 
who voted for it. Perhaps the President of the 
United States meant these gentlemen who voted 
against the war, as he said they were but few. He 
(Mr. J.) believed there were but fourteen who 
voted against the war, and against furnishing the 
requisite supplies for carrying on the war. But he 
did not believe that the President meant those peo- 
ple; he considered that they acted honestly; he 
said so, because he considered that those who had 

| the boldness to act in accordance with their own 
opinions, even though these opinions were wrong, 
occupied a more enviable position than those who 
| voted for the war, and then denounced it as unho- 
‘ly. In the former was his friend from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hupson] to be placed. He voted against 
the war and denounced it at the last session. The 
recollection of his denunciations then was fresh in 
his own mind, and they had just heard his denun- 
| ciations at this session. He (Mr. J.) would pay 


|| him his respects presently, for the purpose of show- 
|| ing that he had committed errors in judgment; he 
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would not carry them very far, however. But 
there was an error which he would notice now. 
The gentleman from Tennessee had told them 
what the old rule was—would to God that the old 


rule had continued to be the new one!—the old | 


rule was, that when the country was engaged in 
war, it was not then the time to denounce the war. 
The country was now involved in war, and hence 
this was not the time to denounce it, but a time 


nerved for the conflict. 
which all ought to hold to. He liked it himself, 
and the gentleman from Massachusetts, and those 
who agreed with him, ought to like it; for the ma- 
jority voted that the war ought to be waged; and 
their arguments should be not denunciations and 


opposition to the Administration in carrying on | 


the war, but the sword, the bayonet, and thunder 
from the cannon’s mouth. I like that sort of 
argument 
** When floats this cross from man to man— 
VichAlpine’s summons to his clan-— 
Cursed be he who fails to heed! 
Palsied the foot that fails to speed! 
Vo to the wretch who fails to rear, 
At this dread sign, the ready spear!” 
Hle believed that doctrine; and he was willing to 
go with the gentleman for a strict accountability 
on the part of the officers; but he was also willing 
that the banners of the United States should be 
floating upon the walls of Montezuma if it was 
necessary to secure an honorable peace. Let the 
war, then, be concluded; and then call the persons 
concerned in itto anaccount. But aaiihalaanate 
were brought to bear upon this question, and party 
licaments were stronger than natural tes or any 
other ties. It was unfortunate that party interests 
had been mingled in their counsels to cripple their 
efforts against a common enemy. Would that 
those persons who were denouncing the warmight 
bathe, like leprous Naaman, in the waters of pa- 
triotism, and that their souls might come out pure 
as the souls of little children! ‘The gentleman trom 
‘Tennessee, and the gentleman from Massachusetts, 
{Mr. Hupson,] on his right, had contended that 
the western line which divided the United States 
from Mexico—or, in other words, which formed 
the boundary line between Texas and Mexico—was 
an open line. When he (Mr. J.) came to the ar- 
gument of the gentleman from Massachusetts, he 
would attend to that question, and satisfy him—if 
the bonds of party interests had not bowed his 
neck in eternal servitade—he would satisfy him on 
that point. ‘There was one thing which the gen- 
tleman from ‘Tennessee had remarked, and which 
he presumed he would remember, that it was moral 
treason not to denounce the act of the President in 
regard to the war. While he (Mr. J.) had not the 
ower to free him from all the offences which he 
iad committed, he would use his voice in clearing 
him from the charge of moral treason for not de- 
nouncing everything the President had said on this 
subject. ‘The President was called by him an ac- 
cidental President. Did the gentleman suppose 
that such accidents would ever happen in his dis- 
trictr 
i the Presidential chair. He was raisec 
by the free voice of the people. 


to office 
He was called to 
otiice, the gentleman had said, against the will of 
many of the leading men of the Democratic party. 
But there was no use in attempting to evade the 
plain facts in theease. He was elected by the free 
and unbiased will of the people of the United States. 
** Bat (said the gentleman) there was one measure 
in which he would go hand in hand.””? And why? 
Because he knew the result would be mournful and 
disastrous to the country. 

Mr. GENTRY. I was speaking of this war as 
a war of conquest. But I said that if the whole 
country joined in the war, I would go with them, 
though with the mournful conviction that it would 
lead to most disastrous consequences. 

Mr. JONES. That was what the’ gentleman 
intended to say. 

Mr. GENTRY. It was what I did say. 

Mr. JONES. I am very glad the gentleman 
has explained the matter so much to my satisfac- 
tion. Sometimes, in the hurry of argument, gen- 
tlemen say things which they ¢° not recollect very 
well, especially if they are under the influence of 
excitement. |[Laughter.] He would come now 
to pay his particular respects to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, and he [meaning Mr. Hup- 
son} commenced his speech by telling them that 
he had in his bosom the feelings of the fathers of 


= ; — : 
| the revolution; and that these feelings prompted 


him to speak freely upon all subjects connected || you said an acknowledgment was half pay 
with legislation, particularly the Mexican war. || surel ; 
| Did he mean the fathers and revolutionary patriots 


| Bunker’s Hill, where the immortal Warren fell, 


| to the propriety of taking up arms against their || the charge of falschood fall upon the shoulders of 


mother country, and we a larger division || 


Saratoga and Yorktown, and the independence of 
when all hands should be armed, and all hearts || 


This was the doctrine | 


} 


who fought at Concord, and at Lexington, and at 


who, mingling their blood with the melting lava of 
the cannon’s mouth, foreshadowed the victories of 


these United States? If he did, not one of them 
would have been found to utter a word against that | 
war. No, sir, he continued, although there was a 
large division in the United Provinces with regard | 


when the Declaration of Independence came out— 
yet those fathers would not tolerate in their neigh- | 
borhood the man who was suspected of giving | 
‘aid and comfort’’ to the enemies of the country. 
Summary punishment was inflicted upon such in 
all the Colonies. He could not think the gentleman | 
meant those fathers; and he would not say his 
fathers were on the other side in the Revolution; 
what is ** absolutely false,’’ and what is “ untrue.” 
But there was one thing which he thought he had 
a right tocomplain of with regard to the phraseol- 
ogy of the honorable and venerable gentleman 
from Massachusetts, [Mr. Hupson,] [laughter]— | 
reverend, lie should have said. [Continued laugh- | 
ter.) Lie would ask the gentleman whether he 
thought that he who ministered at the sacred altar | 
—who filled the sacred desk, should indulge in re- 
marks which gentlemen in private circles would 
not indulge in, but at the peril of receiving a chal- 
lenge? 
Jesus?/—and did he permit himself to indulge 
in epithets with regard to the President of the 
United States which no gentleman upon the floor 
of this House would think of applying to an- 
other member without expecting to be immedi- 
ately called to a conflict? In his published 


] 
} 


| ** True,” rejoined the Indian, * but the first time 


Dec. 22. 


’ and 
the next acknowledgment was the other 


half."” [Considerable laughter.] That was th 
compensation which we had received from Mexieg, 
The gentleman went on to tell us that they had 
yaid three of the twenty instalments since 1843 

his was but a small part. Now he would ask 
how was it that they had committed Spoliation 
and robberies, had insulted our flag, and promise; 
reparation, and yet never made it, as had |eey 
proved by the President as well as by the gentle. 
man himself? This was absolutely true; and |c 


let 


whomsoever they pleased, it could not fall upon 
the President’s. 

But as he presumed that the time allotted to 
his remarks was waning away, he would aj 
the attention of the House to the boundary line 
upon which topic so much attention had been he. 
stowed by some of the previous speakers. It had 
been contended by the gentleman from Tennessee 


_ that the western line of the boundary of the Uni. 


| ted States was an open line. 
| ment’s sake. 
| open line? 


Grant it, for argy- 

But what was the situation of that 
In 1803, when Louisiana was ceded 
by France to the United States, by that open ling 
was meant the Rio Grande. When it was subse- 
quently ceded by the United States to Spain—then 


| called Texas—the Rio del Norte was the boun- 


dary line. But, said gentlemen, it was not right 


| to talk about boundaries when the territory was 
| the subject of cession and retrocession between 
| France, Spain, and the United States; the revolu- 


Was he a follower of the meek and lowly || 


tion of Texas was the subject to talk about. Why 
not? According -to his (Mr. J.’s) recollection of 
history, when the United States achieved her in- 
dependence, the fixing the demarcation of prov- 
inces was the subject of discussion, and every 


| State claimed all within its chartered limits. 


speech, which was before him, (Mr. J.,) he |! 


{Mr. H.} charged the President of the United 
States with uttering an untruth. No gentleman 
would bear the remark in the social circle without 
demanding an immediate personal explanation; 
and, if that was refused, he would have immediate 
recourse to deadly weapons. Perhaps the gentle- | 
man intended that his hearers should do as he 
taught, not as his exainple would lead them to do. 


| But there was one part of those remarksin which 


this application of being ** absolutely untrue’’ was 


| made toa portion of the President’s message. To 


‘There was no sepulchre to pass to yng him | 


that passage he would ask leave to call the second 
thoughts of the gentleman himself, and the atten- 
tion of this House. [Mr. J. Here read a passage 
from Mr. }Lupson’s speech, as written out by him- 
self for the Intelligencer.| Out of his own mouth 
he (Mr. J.) would judge him. This was the 
charge—absolutely ‘ untrue.”” How did he go 
on to prove it? In the first place, he said it was not 
magnanimous to mention objections tothe course 
which Mexico had pursued. It was not magnani- 
mous to mention the spoliations, aggressions, in- 
sult, and robberies committed by Mexico prior to 
1839. Why? Because she then confessed them, 
and by treaty promised reparation. ‘This was a 
part of the proof. Very well. The difficulties 
were investigated by the delegations of the two 


nations. Mexico promised to pay her indebted- 
ness. She acknowledged her inability to pay ac- 


cording to that treaty. A new convention was 
made in 1843, in which Mexico again confessed 
her faults, and promised to pay in twenty instal- 
ments. Well now, if there were no injuries com- 
mitted, no insults offered, and no robberies and 
spoliations upon our citizens, what was it that 
Mexico confessed? Why, she promised repara- 
tion for nothing; and, therefore, she had fully paid 
the debt. ‘This was like the compensation the 
Indian made to the trader to whom he was indebt- 
ed. An Indian called upon a trader: ‘ Sir,”’ said | 
the trader, ‘* | have a note of yours.”’ ‘1 know | 
it,”? said the Indian, ** but I have not the money 
to pay with now; and I wish you to wait a little. 
l’ilpay it by-and-by.” “ Very well,’’ said the 
trader, ** an acknowledgment of the debt is equal 
to half payment.’’ He called the second tume, | 


when a similar colloquy took place: and on call- |, 


ing the third time, the Indian said to the trader, | 
**f owe you nothing. I have paid you all that 1 | 
owe you.”’ * How so?’ said the trader. 
you not acknowledge the debt the first and second | 


time, and have you paid me anything since that?” 


i 


{Here the hammer fell; and the honorable speaker 
remarked, as he resumed his seat, that his hour had 


been so much encroached upon by others, that he 
| had barely been able to commence his argument, 


which he would perhaps write out for the press.) 

Mr. MORSE obtained the floor, but yielded to 
amotion that the committee rise; which prevailing, 
the committee rose and reported. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House sundry 
communications, viz : 

I. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, 


| transmitting the annual report of the revenue ma- 


rine service; which letter and report were laid on 


the table. 

Ii. A communication from the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, transmitting, in obedience to the joint resolu- 
tion of the 6th of August last, a report on the case 


| of Seth M. Leavenworth; which letter and report 


were laid upon the table. 
Mr. COBB offered the following resolution, 
which was laid over one day under the rule: 
Resolved, That so much of the 41st rule of this 


| House as permits any member requesting to be 
| excused from voting to ‘*make a brief verbal state- 
| 7 . 

| ment of the reasons for making such request,”’ be, 


and the same is hereby, repealed. 


Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL gave notice that he 
would at an early day introduce a bill for the more 


easy ascertaining the names of the owners of ships 


| 
| 


“ Did | 


’ 


or vessels. 
The House then adjourned. 





IN SENATE. 
Tvespay, December 22, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of 
shippers, shipmasters, and seamen of the lakes, 
praying that Cattaraugus harbor may be completed 
and lighted; which was referred to the Committee 
on*Commerce. 

Mr. RUSK presented the petition of James W. 
Simmons, in behalf of his wife, heir of the late 
William Brodfoot, merchant, of Charleston, South 
Carolina, praying indemnity for French spolia- 
tions; which was referred to the select committee 
on that subject. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, conan the 
petitions of the heirs of Henry Stoeffer, deceased, 


and of the widow of Henry Dashiell, deceased, 
praying indemnity fgr French spoliations prior to 
1800; which were severally referred to the select 
committee on that subject. 
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1846. 

" hind the memorial of the President and Profes- || the State of Michigan without amendment, and 
, of Ste Mary’s College, asking to be allowed to | with a recommendation that it do pass; which was 

ome hooks and philosophical apparatus free of | read, and passed to the second reading. 

as referred to the Committee on Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on 

|, Public Lands, reported back the bill to establish 
an additional land office in the northern part of the 
State of Michigan, and to provide for the sale of 
the mineral lands of the United States in the State 
of Michigan and Territory of Wisconsin, without 
amendment, and with a recommendation that it do 
pass; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. 


import 4 
duty; which w 


. a ‘the memorial of the President and Direct- 
ALISUs 


Chesapeake and Delaware Canal Com- 
pany, Praying the United States to rn its 
Pare of stock in the same to the company; W rich 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. ARCHER presented the petition of George 
Roush, a soldier of the revolutionary war, praying ¥ i 
a pension; which was referred to the Committee Mr. SEMPLE (on leave) introduced a joint res- 
on Revolutionary Pensions. ¢ olution, proposing an amendment to the Constitu- 

Also, the memorl l of Thomas Jefferson Ran- | tion of the United States, in relation to the judicial 
dolph, legal representative of Thomas Jefferson, ower; which was read twice, and (on motign by 
late President of the United States, setting forth | Mr. SEMPLE) laid upon the table. 
that he is the owner and proprietor of papers left; Mr. SEMPLE submitted the following resolu- 
by the deceased, which are of value to the country, tion; which was considered, by unanimous con- 
and praying Congress to take them at such valua- || sent, and agreed to: ; 
tion as they may deem proper; which was refer- || Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and || 
red to the Committee on the Library. a | Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 

Mr. YULEE presented the memorial of citizens || of incorporating a company to construct a railroad 
of the town of “ernandina, Florida, praying that } from some point on the Missouri river west of the 
the title to a certain tract of land heretofore used || limits of the State of Missouri, to the mouth of the || 
by the inhabitants of that place asa burial-ground, |! Columbia river. ] 


may be vested mn ~ — — of Fernan- | Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution; || 
dina; which was referred to the Committee on |! which was considered, by unanimous consent, | 


Public Lands. ¥ |! and agreed to: 

Also, the memorial of Thomas Douglass, late || Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
United States district attorney for the district of || prirs be instructed to inquire into the propriety of 
East Florida, praying compensation for his services || adopting the rifle more extensively in the service, 
in defending suits instituted against the United || ang that they be requested to recommend a suit- | 
States on private land claims in said district; which || able model of a rifle to be need. 
wae referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. Mr. RUSK submitted the following resolution; 

Mr. BENTON presented the petition of Gen- | which was considered, by unanimous consent, and 
eral John McNeil, an officer in the war of 1812, |, agreed to: ae 


: . Ti ° i —ofarrea | s ™ | 
praying for a Senki which was referred to the || Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 


‘ >, 1 | 5 . . ° 
wae RE ea ici ear ane ana , and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
Also, a letter from [aptain Mordecal, at the |) propriety of providing by law for the transporta- 


5 wee os ‘ i rte i | . . . y 

United States meat, ne eon '| tion of a mail, semi-weekly, from New Orleans 
pension laws to the soldiers enlisted in the Ord- || t the headquarters of the army beyond the Rio 
nance department; which was referred to the Com- Grande : 


| 
mittee on Military Affairs. 5‘ me ame aaa Be 
Mr. ARCHER. from the Commiiiee on For- | Mr. WOODBRIDGE submitted the following 


2 en ee || resolution; which was considered, by unanimous 
eign Relations, reported a bill for the relief of || consent, and agreed to: 
se a which was read, and passed to a | Resolved, That the Joint Committee on the Li- 
second FOneins- '| brary be instructed to inquire into the expediency 

Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military Af- |) 5p y sheet zon ° I pea ‘| he 5 

fai salt Senale ‘thin hall Goel lief of Mary || Cf Supplying such of the new States as have not 
car rend. os Li os ae ” Ma , aoe | been furnished therewith by the United States with 
Macrae, widow of luieutenant “olonel Macrae, OF || a competent number of sets of the statutory laws 
the United States army, without amendment, with || 
a recommendation that it do pass; which was read, || 


ors of the 





of tue United States. 1] 
ny o Sahn . pawner tines my 
and passed to a second reading. Mr. BENTON submitted the following resolu- || 


Mr. DIX (on leave) intreduced a bill for the } tion; which was considered, by unanimous consent, || 
relief of Thomas Brownell; which was read twice, || and agreed to: ; ; bs | 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. | Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- | 

Mr. CASS (on leave) introduced a bill for the || fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency | 
relief ot John Stockton, late a lieutenant in the || f extending the benefit of the pension system to 
army of the United States; which was read twice, |, the enlisted men in thé Ordnance service. nat i 
and referred to the Committee on Military Af- !' On motion of Mr. JOHNSON of Louisiana, it 
fairs. || was 

Mr. SEMPLE (on leave) introduced aSbill for || Ordered, That the Vice President be authorized 
the relief of the heirs of James Rumsey; which | to make appointments to fill vacancies in the Com- 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on || mittee of Claims. 

Patents and the Patent Office. _ : '| A message was received from the House of Rep- | 

Mr. JOHNSON (on leave) introduced a bill to || resentatives, announcing the passage by that body 
authorize the relinquishment of the sixteenth sec- || of the following bills: _ = 
tion, in certain cases, and the selection of other || A pill for the relief of Patrick Kelly; 
lands in lieu thereof; which was read twice, and || A hill for the admission of the State of Iowa into | 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. _ | the Union. 

Mr. BAGBY (on leave) introduced a bill to|} The above bills were severally taken up and re- 
authorize the payment of interest upon the ad- |) ferred: the first to the Committee on Pensions, and 
vances made by the State of Alabama for the use || the second to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
of the United States Government in the suppres- acl : penie rae oS 
sion of the Creek Indian hostilities in 1836 and INQUIRY INTO SANTA ANAS RETURN, | 
1537; which was read twice, and referred to the The resolution submitted by Mr. Barrow on | 
Committee on Fifiance. Monday came up in its order, and was read by the 

Mr. BREESE, from the Committee on Public || Secretary, as follows: 

Lands, reported back the bill to reduce and grad- | Resolved, That the President of the United States | 
uate the price of the public lands without amend- | 
ment, and with a recommendation that it do pass; | agent of the United States was sent by him, or by 
which was read, and passed to the second read- || hisdirection, to Havana to advise, procure, or inany 
ing. | Way or in any manner promote the retarn of Santa 


Mr. ASHLEY, from the Committee on Public || Ana to Mexico; and, if so, who was the officer or || 


Lands, reported back the bill to establish a general || agent, and what were his instructions, and when | 
permanent preémption system in favor of actual || was he sent on such mission. Also, that he in- | 


setilers on the public lands without amendment, || form the Senate by what means and through what | 





and with a recommendation that it do pass; which |} channel Santa Ana was informed that an order was || 


was read, and passed to the second reading. || issued to the commander of our naval forces in the 
Mr. WOODBRIDGE, from the Committee on || Gulf, directing said commander not to obstruct his 
Public Lands, reported back the bill granting cer- || (Santa Ana’s) return to Mexico. And also that | 
tain alternate sections of the public domain for the || he transmit to the Senate copies of any corre- 
completion ef works of internal improvement in i} spondence in possession of the Government rela- | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Tuesday, the 5th January, 1847. 


be requested to inform the Senate if any officer or | 
|| admit the resolution. 

| The motion was not carried; and the resolution 
| was not received. 
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tive to the terms and conditions on which Santa 
Ana was permitted to pass through our blockading 
squadron, or in any manner relating to the subject 
of Santa Ana’s return to Mexico. 

Mr. SEVIER. I am not disposed to interpose 
obstacles in the way of this resolution or any other 
resolntions of this description; but I desire, if the 
Senator is not particularly anxious to act upon it 
immediately, that it shall be postponed for a day 
or two. It must be observed that many Senators 
are absent. 

Mr. BARROW. I have no objection to its be- 
ing passed over, though I shall desire the postpone- 
ment to be for a longer period than a day or two. 
If it is not acted upon to-day, I would propose that 
it be passed over informally, with the understand- 
ing that it shall be called up after the New Year’s 
holydays. kor the next few days the Senate will 
not be full, and if the resolution is to be opposed, 
or if there are any amendments to be made to it, 
I shall desire that it shall be ina fall Senate. | 
therefore accede to the suggestion of the Senator 
from Arkansas, and | give notice that I will eal! it 


| up again—say Monday or Tuesday after the New 


Year’s holydays. 
Mr. SEVIER. Say Tuesday week, then. 
Mr. BARROW. I have no objection. 
The resolution was postponed accordingly to 


ADMISSION OF THE STATE OF IOWA, 

A bill from the House of Representatives for the 
admission of Lowa into the Union was read a first 
and second time. 

Mr. SEVIER suggested that as this bill provided 
simply for the admission of the State of Lowa into 
the Union, she having complied with the condi- 
tions of the law of Congress passed last year, it 
was ugnecessary to delay its passage by sending 


| it to a committee. 


Mr. BERRIEN reminded the Senator that the 
uniform practice of the Senate was to refer to a 
committee. He therefore suggested the reference 
of this bill to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SEVIER assented, and the bill was referred 
accordingly. 

The other bills from the House of Represenia- 
tives were read a first and second time, and appro- 
priately referred. 

The Senate next proceeded to the consideration 
of executive business; after which, 

The Senate adjourned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tvuespay, December 22, 1846. 


The Journal of yesterday was read, and, having 
been amended, on motion of Mr. VANCE, so as 


|| to state the fact (accidentally omitted) that Mr. V. 


had voted affirmatively on the motion to suspend 
the rules for the purpose of enabling Mr. Tuomas- 
| son to offer his resolution, was approved. 
[Mr.SCAMMON also desires it to be stated that 
he voted in the negative on the same proposition. } 


Mr. JOHN P. MARTIN asked leave to submit 

| the following joint resolution: 

Be it resolved by the Senate and House of Represent- 
atives of the United States of America in Congress 
assembled, That hereafter all letters and newspa- 
pers directed to the officers and soldiers engaged 
in the Mexican war, beyond the limits of the Uni- 
ted States, shall be received by them free of post- 
age. 

Several members objecting— 

Mr. HOPKINS said that he knew the object of 
his friend from Kentucky [Mr. Martin] was 
merely to introduce the resolution and have it re- 
ferred to a committee, and therefore he hoped that 


|| the objection would be withdrawn. 


The objection not being withdrawn— 
Mr. MARTIN moved to suspend the rules to 


| Mr. ROBERT SMITH then moved to suspend 
| the rules for one hour, to enable members to make 
| reports from committees, and submit resolutions 
| which wouid not give rise to debate. 
On the question being put it was decided in the 
negative; and the rules were not suspended. 
Mr. COBB inquired of the Speaker if the reso- 
lution offered by him yesterday, amendatory of 
| the forty-first rule of the House, and which the 
| rules required should lay over one day for consid- 





» 
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eration, did not necessarily come up this morning 


eee + 





to debate the general subject until this information 
should have been furnished, but would ha@e suf- 
fered their wrath to slumber, at least till some data 
should be obtained on which to proceed. 

If Mr. M. regarded this debate as a mere parti- 
san, he should certainly rejoice in the course w hich 
had been taken by these gentlemen. ‘They had 
indulged in expressions of so violent a character 
as were well calculated to arouse the sense of pro- 
priety in the breast of the American people. In- 
deed, Mr. M., had he not actually witnessed the 
debate, should have been inclined to doubt whether 
it were possible that language of so much coarse- 
ness could emanate from that small party claiming 
all the dece ney of the country, 

lor the sake of their common fame, for the char- 
acter of Congress as a body, for all that was inter- 
esting to the welfare of the country, he could have 
wished that we should have stood united before 
the world. This would have been deemed of more 
importance by him than any mere party triumph. 


intended to be ** war to the knife.’’ If so, he would 
say, ** Letit come.’’ On the ground of this war, the 
Administration was invulnerable. 

Mr. M. should endeavor to establish two prop- 
ositions: First, that this war was not an unpopu- 
lar war in the United States—of which one fact 
seemed pretty conclusive evidence, that more than 
three hundred thousand of our citizens had volun- 
teered their services for its prosecution; and, sec- 
ond, that the course of denunciation which had 
been pursued, and was still pursuing in that House, 
was calculated to afford ** aid and comfort” to our 
enemies, 

It was not Mr, M.’s purpose to subject any gen- 
tleman here to that imputation. He should not 
go into the question as to the quo animo of the op- 
position; but the speeches of gentlemen were a fair 
subject ofanimadversion. What he meant to prove 
was, that such a course tended to encourage and 
strengthen our enemies; and, further, that it had 
already actually had that effect. 

These, he knew, were all matters of opinion. 
The minds of men seemed to be so constructed that 
from the same premises different men drew differ- 
ent and even opposite conclusions. It was not for 
him to undertake to judge of their motives; time 
and the deliberate judgment of the American peo- 


_ had been made by the opposition to get up some- 
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claring what was positively false, and to believe 





men of that party had already spoken. If a better 
argument could be brought forward against the 
message and the President than that which had 
been urged by the gentlemen from Massachusetts, | 
from Kentucky, from ‘Tennessee, and from Ohio, 
it was not known to him, or he believed to that 
House; and what had been evidently their motive 
in successively taking the floor? Cui bono all this 
array of eloquence and of argument? He felt sat- | 
isfied that the people, when they had examined | 
und weighed all that had been said, must be 
brought to but one conclusion, that a mighty effort 





thing which they might send out with the message 
by way of antidote, lest its effect on the public 
mind should be trresistible. ‘The whole was mani- 


festly a labored effort to show that the plain, un- | 


varnished, straightforward, common-sense state- 
ment of facts in the message was false, and to give 
| the opposition papers their cué, and furnish them 
| with something to say. 


| tion. 
dent, was he not bound, on a great public question 
| like that of this war, in which all were interested, 
to set forth the grounds on which the war had 
been carried on? 


battles of the country? Ought he not, if he could, 


might feel in all their hearts the truth of the saying, 
“Thrice is he armed who hath his quarrel just’’? 


' Mr. M. would not go back to recapitulate what 

had been urged; but he would say, if a long course | 
| of spoliations perpetrated by Mexico, and to this 
day unatoned for; if the withdrawal of her own | 


Minister and her contumelious rejection of ours; 


if her insolent menaces, and her open declaration | 
| that she considered the nation as in a state of war, 
and was determined to reconquer Texas from us | 
to the Sabine; if all these things were not sufficient | 
to justify any President of the United States in 
marching our army to the very gates of Mexico, | 


it must only be because the habitual boasting and 








Well, and was it not the right of the Presi- | 


Was it not his duty to set the | 
true state of things plainly before the world, before | 
the people of his own land, and especially before | 

| those who were actually engaged in fighting the | 





to demonstrate to these that it was no war of ag- | 
gression and usurpation; that it was not the war | 
| of James K. Polk, but their own war, so that they 





| arival nation. 

















fleets into the Channel; if he had not bom 


profound horror of military chieftains; a disease 


| which continued to prey on gentlemen of that 


= until somewhere about the year 1840; they 
ad then suddenly recovered from it; but it seemed 
to have come on them again, and he greatly feared 
would be likely to continue, unless they should 
again recover ad it (should an availab!> candi- 
date be found) about 1848. 

The gentleman, after giving the House a pro- 

hetie vision of the public ruin, fell straightway 
into rhapsodies on Hipshtntints that the President 
had actually set up a military government within 
the State of Texas. The same fact seemed to have 
great weight with a gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Giv- 
pInGs, | and that gentleman considered his argument 
on that subject perfectly unanswerable. Now, 
it was nothing to Mr. M. whether Santa Fé was 
in Mexico or tn ‘Texas, provided it was in the mil- 
itary possession of an enemy, and a hostile gen- 
eral held it under military power. Surely, in that 


| case, whoever it might be, we had a right to attack, 


; He regarded the tone which had marked this de- A gentleman from Pennsylvania (Mr. Dar- seize, and hold it under military control for a time. 
‘ bate as of more importance than the matter of the | RAGH] had characterized the message as an appeal || Suppose we were at war with Great Britain, and 
: debate itself. Whatever might be the war carried to the people—as a low demagoguical document, &@ || oneof her generals should get possession of a mili- 
F on against the Administration, it was evident it was || one-sided argument in defence of the Administra- tary postfwithin the State of New York, and we 


should succeed in driving them out of it: did any- 
body doubt that we might possess ourselves of it, 
and hold it, temporarily, under the laws of war, 
while the enemy’s forces were in the State? Surely 
not. 

But Mr. M. proceeded to show that the course 
of denunciation which had been pursued against 
the war and the Administration was calculated to 
give, and had already actually given, aid and com- 
fort to our enemy. Mr. M. said he had taken 
pains to examine the language of the British press 
on the subject of our war with Mexico; and let it 
be remembered that it was speaking of the conduct 
of what had long been viewed by Great Britain as 

The patriotism per volunteers, 
and the gallant conduct of our a¥my at Palo Alto, 
at Resaca de la Palma, and at Monterey, had ex- 
torted the highest eulogiums on the public spirit 
and bravery of the American people. But, since 
the last arrival of the Cambria, he had seen a 
great change in the tone of these prints. Since 
they had learned the results of the late elections 
in New York and elsewhere, and the consequent 
hopes of the Whigs to recover the reins of pow- 
er, their tone was changed; they said that the 
patriotic ery of ‘ our country right or wrong,” 
seemed to be failing fast, and that the glow of our 






ard.a 
fe as the business first in order? ke at that he had stated it in order to make the people || the towns and attacked the ships of the ae 80 
The SPEAKER answered that it did not. believe-a lie; it might be that to denounce this war |} he would have justly subjected himself to impeach’ ga 
A Mr. COBB then moved to suspend the rules so | as unholy and unjust, as the President’s war, and || ment. ong ho 
that the resolution might be taken up and consid- | the President in waging it to be an usurper, was And, after all the careful examination > this us 
3 ered by the House. Mr. C. expressed the hope | best calculated to unite us asa people in conducting || Executive document by gentlemen on the a G 
i x that the resolution would be adopted, and that an | the war. It might be, too, that passing such a || side, what, after all their labor, had they at ta be 
. end would thus be put to these speeches, which | resolution as. that offered ene before the || found? The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Me - 
7 were frequently inflicted upon the House by mem- | world and before Mexico, that however long she |} Darragu] pronounced it a ** demagozuical sea = 
ig bers desiring to be excused from voting, _might hold out in refusing us our just dues, it || to the people.” The gentleman from Massachy. ” 
j The question was taken, and, two-thirds not | would be unworthy of the American people to || setts, [Mr. Wiyrnrop,] who mastered every oh W 
; ‘ voting in the affirmative, the rules were not sus- | exact more from her than the payment of an old ject he investigated, and who said he had « looked “ 
i pended. — debt, although twice its amount had been spent by || into this message with some care,” had discovery, a 
: On motion of Mr, JACOB THOMPSON, the | us in a war to recover it, was sound policy, and |} —what? That the President wanted the firmes . 
i House resolved itself into Committee of the Whole | calculated to bring the war to a speedy and an || to recommend a tax on tea and coffee, thouh th»: i 
‘at on the state of the Union, (Mr. Boyp, of Ken- | honorable conclusion. Yes, it might be that Mr. || was what everybody knew he meant. But Mr M s 
a) tucky, in the chair,) and proceeded to the consid- | M. was so obtuse in his perceptions as to come to || would ask, if the President had recommended that ¥ 
s erauion of the series of resolutions, apportioning | conclusions which were all wrong; but he certainly || measure totidem verbis, what grave denunciations : 
‘Ba and referring the President’s message to the va- | should infer directly the opposite. He must be of || should they have heard from that very quart. 0 . 
we iy rious standing committees, which have heretofore | opinion that the tone indulged in from the be&in- The gentleman had brought another grave objec. : 
been published in this paper, and to the first of | ning of this debate till within the few days last past, || tion against the message: it was too long; and the 7 
a which the following amendment was yesterday | had been such as were well calculated to give aid || executive messages used to be much shorter durins r 
ee offered by Mr. Annrew Jounson: and comfort to the Power with whom we were at || and before Mr. Adams’s Administration; and there. 3 
i “ And that said committee do make diligent inquiry into | war. ‘This was his opinion, and with it he was || fore, Mr. M. supposed, our liberties decreased, jy 
‘nee iy We aheanee ond we War now existing between ready to go before the people of the United States. || an inverse ratio, with the length of our Presideutia| ; 
laws end Chinetitiaiten atthe iiniael Gentes have been vicka Now, though nocharge had been brought against || messages. 
ted in any particular, and report the same to this House.”? the Executive which bad not been satisfactorily || ‘The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Davis} had t 
Mr. MORSE, of Louisiana, said that he had answered by facts, Mr. M. should occupy a little || prepared and elevated ahook to hang Whig spe« ches | 
had, when he came here, a strong desire to express time in showing what had been the character of || upon, and to enable his political friends to engage | 
ao the views he entertained in regard to this Mexican the arguments employed here to controvert the || ina strain of abuse, such asa respect, he would 
& | inset whan the call for igfoiuation moved by clear distinct testimony W hich the President had || not say for the President of the United States, but 
& the gentleman over the way (Mr. G. Davis] had | !aid before the House in illustration of the causes || for that House and for themselves, should have 
i been sanctioned by the House, he had waived all and character of the existing war. forbidden—language with which they ought never 
: ¥ such intention, and determined to wait till the in- Mr. M. hoped he should be considered as guilty || to have soiled a printed page. 
[it formation asked for should have been received. | Of 00 disparagement to gentlemen on the opposite || The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Davis] 
tei He had supposed that the friends of the Opposi- side of the House, who had as yet remained silent |) seemed to have been inoculated with a disease 
+ tion would have had more sense of propriety than curing this debate, when he said that the ablest which once afflicted a friend of his in 1824, viz:a 


lieved her to be sincere. Had it been any other 
nation that treated us thus—had such outrages, 
ay, ora tithe of them, been perpetrated by Great || 
| Britain or by France, and the President had not | 
| . 
‘marched our troops into Canada, or ordered our 


'American feeling seemed fast fading away before 
the fears of taxes, and the cant of abolition; and 
on this ground they now began to predict the ult- 
mate failure of the American arms, Now, if the 


¥] bombast of Mexico was such that nobody be- | 
a le would decide which of the two courses adopted 
: be the two great parties in that House was best 
hd calculated to strengthen the arm of the Executive 

and unite the people against the common foe. 
It might be that to charge the President with de- 





English press, which had the means of knowing 





in 
al 


= oo 


1846. 


en 


-h of us, our character, and our affairs, be- 





eo mut 


van thus to } er i 
a much more would the stupid, ignorant, infat- 
10 


uated Mexicans, who know nothing of us, our 


Government, or our true character, be induced to 
‘ 


lieve the same : : 
Se but hold out till the Whig Admia- 


stration should come into power, that Admin- 
stration and wily 
nounced the war, would, of course, bring it at 
¢ 


ence to an end? They saw the war denounced 


as unjust; ; . ‘ 
Grande pronounced an invasion of their country, 
and the demand of indemnity for the expenses of 


wredict our discomfiture in Mexico, | 


|| reparation, and her public insults—it was the Presi-" 
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dent’s duty to march into their country; and, if he 
had had the means to do it, instantly to seize on 


| Tampico and Vera Cruz; and that he would have 


result; and to believe that if | 
| ears for provocation not one-tenth as great. 


its friends, who now so loudly de- | 


contest declared to be unusual, oppressive, and | 


aia What, then, would be their natural conclu- 
sion? Why, certainly, that if they could but hold | 


on for a few years, a new order of things would | 


come about; their provinces would all be returned 
to them; their public debt remitted or its payment 


postponed, all idea of indemnity scouted; and the | 
ina word, would leave off just where it be- | 
If they judged of our intentions and views | 


wi, 
gan. 


from what was said by gentlemen on the other | 


side, they would be led to strain every nerve to 
hold on, if possible, till 1848. They were taught 
to believe thatthey had the sympathy of the greater 
part of the American people; that our war against 


them was unholy and unjust, and so admitted by | 


ourselves; that the provinces we had taken from 
her could not be gotten into the Union, or, if they 
were, the attempt would shake the Union to its 
very foundations. 
this language of theirs was not heard in Mexico? 
Sut the gentlemen seemed to think they displayed 


some mettle by being forward to bring themselves | 


within the President’s denunciation of moral trea- | 


son. It was true that every gentleman had a per- 
fect right to select his own position on that floor; 
but it was equally true that their motives and in- 
ducements to do so would be a fair subject of criti- 
cism by the people of the country. They had 
staked their reputation on proving the President 
guilty of one of the most stupendous crimes that 
ever had been committed. 

If this war was what these gentlemen said it 


and waged by 
the world know “ who James K. Polk was;”’ if, 
for an end like this, all the seas of the best blood 
of this land had been shed, and millions upon mil- 
lions of its treasure lavished, all in violation of the 
Constitution,—then had the President of the Uni- 
ted States been guilty, not of moral merely, but of 
actual reason, and that of the deepestdye. If all 
this were true, then had he damned ,himself, in- 
deed, to a depth of public infamy where the hand 
of resurrection could never reach him. If gentle- 
men could persuade the widow of Ringgold and 
of Cross, and of all the other heroic men whose 
lives had been given as a bloody sacrifice to their 
country’s honor, that this was all done to glorify 
this Administration and prove who James K. Polk 


was, and should lead a large party in this country | 


to come to the same belief, then would they have 


proved the President guilty of a war against human | 


society, and which had no parallel in the malignity 
of the serpent or the more deadly venom of an in- 
ferior reptile. But let them come to the bar and 
make good the charge. In preferring this charge, 
you arraigned not only James K. Polk, but that 
House, and their country, which it represented. 
‘They could not separate the President in this in- 
dictment. 
for the war, because they had not had the courage 
to vole against it. Now if what they said of the 
war and its origin and its motives was true, it was 
not for him to say what would be that judgment 


which the country would pass upon men who, | 


under such views, had given such a vote. If it 
was not true, what judgment would be passed on 
those who made such a charge without adequate 


foundation? Let gentlemen look to.it, The party | 


who epee the war would hold#@them to that 
issue. They had pronounced a cruel judgment 
on the President, but ‘ bloody inventions oft 
returned to plague the inventors.’ Let them be- 
ware, lest ** evenhanded justice’ should one day 
. commend the poisoned chalice to their own 
ips. ?? 

Mr. M. insisted that the President’s position 
was utterly unassailable; nay, he would go further, 
and say, after all the long series of outrages which 


The gentlemen themselves had voted’ | 





~ardaband 


been justified before the whole world. France had 
battered the Castle of San Juan d’Ulua about their 
Had 
we sat down under her wanton wrongs and inju- 
ries, without demanding and taking redress, we 
should have been forever disgraced in the eyes of 


| mankind. 
the march of our troops on the Rio || 


Mr. M. hoped the country would bear witness 
how this war had begun. 
Tennessee |Mr. Gentry] had admitted itas a gen- 
eral principle that when a country was actually en- 
gaged in war, it was not the proper time to indulge 
in severe reflections on the public councils in the 
conduct of the war, but all should make with 


| cheerfulness all necessary sacrifices to carry the 


| plain. 


coufitry through it with honor. But, then, the 
gentleman thought that the present case formed an 
exception. On the contrary, never had patriotism 
been so little taxed. Our commerce had remained 
free from injury; we had been under no fears of 
invasion; nothing could be found in the incidental 
effects of the war to make the most garrulous com- 
Yet, before any of those injuries had been 
experienced which were felt in all wars—before 
any of the facts were accurately known—before 


the House had any evidence whether General | 


| Kearny had acted with or without instructions 
| from the President, a determined disposition had 


Did gentlemen suppose that || 


appeared to find fault. Let the President conduct 


the war feebly and slackly, or with vigor and | 
| promptitude, still he must be attacked. 


It remind- 
ed him of a drunkard, who, going to his home at 
two or three in the morning, said to his pot com- 


Db? 


panion, ** Now, if my wife has gone to bed, | 


_ will know of her what right she has to dare to go 
| to bed before 1 come home; and, if she is sitting 
up, I'll demand of her what right she has to be 
| sitting up all night because I am not at home.”’ 


| message would tell in the ears of an upright, pa- | 
was—a war wantonly and voluntarily originated || 
the President for the sake of letting | 


All the ingenuity of gentlemen had been taxed 
to concoct something that might serve by way of 
offset to the effect of the plain unvarnished tale the 


triotic people. They knew well if left to work its 


teract it, it was a document which would create 
such an impression as had never before been made 
upon the American mind since the early days of 
the Revolution. 


lf gentlemen wanted to be convinced of this, let 


them lovk even to the Whig papers themsel ves— 


let them read a recent article in the New York | 


Courier and Enquirer, an able discussion of the 
war question, (which Mr. M. proposed to append 
to the printed copy of his speech.) Let them then 
take up the New Orleans bee, one of the strongest 
papers in the Whig raifks, and one which the Gov 
ernment organ in this city had denounced with the 
utmost malignity. When this article was written 


the editor had not yet received his cue from the | 
National Intelligencer, or whoever else endeavored | 


| to give tone to national opinion in opposition to 


the Government. And now, as a party man, he 


desired to say to his friends on the opposite side | 
of the House, that if they would but continue their” 
denunciations of the war in the key in which they | 
had begun, and if they could but induce a few || 
more of these gentlemen to take positions exactly | 


similar, they would confer a greater benefit on the 
Administration and its friends than by anything 
else they could do. But he would advise them, 
as an American, in all sincerity, to forget all party 
divisions—at least to “assume a virtue, if they 
had it not,”’ and stand by their country, right or 
wrong. 

A voice: ‘* What! must we play the hypocrite?’ 

Mr. M. referred the whole case to the American 
people, and they would answer it at the next elec- 
tion. Could any one make them believe that Mr. 


Polk commenced this war for his own aggrandize- | 
ment; that he had taken military possession of the || in the discharge of the’ high trusts committed to 
Mexican provinces from a love of conquest; that || 


he was wanting in patriotism; and, in a word, that 
his whole position was so bad that he was com- 
pelled to resort to falsehood and misrepresentation 
in a solemn public message? Never, never. 

But if gentlemen wanted a war here whose ma- 
terial should be taken out of the party vocabulary, 
they should be met. 


The gentleman from | 


|, and yet was any voice raised against it. 
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would find their opponents prepared for them. 
But he would rather say to them, in the name of 
the country and of common sense, leave off all this 
mere party strife. Do not make us an object of 
contempt to all nations. In the conduct of this 
war even England had not found a scintilla of 
blame to cast upon us; no, nor even the: party 
— itself, until it got its cue from Washington. 
le would, then, implore gentlemen to desist. He 
desired to witness no party triumph at the expense 
of his country. He would raise his voice in dep- 
recation—even in supplication—that gentlemen 
would desist. The House had beeun the war in 
all unanimity: would it not now be disgraceful to 
fall out with one another about its prosecation ? 

But gentlemen said they would vote all necessa- 
ry supplies, though they did not approve the war. 
Yes, they would shelter themselves from the pub- 
lic censure by not refusing to vote supplies; and 
then they would reserve to themselves the right to 
denounce the war. But the people could not be 
thus deceived. They would not be made to be- 
lieve, from a timid vote of supplies, that the de- 
nouncers of the war were not the comforters of 
Mexico. 

He considered gentlemen who had voted for the 
war as in a worse condition than those of their 
party who had voted against it. Their argument 
in excuse would not avail; their vote for the war 
would not relieve Taylor from his danger; he 
must gain a victory or fall into the hands of the 


,enemy long before the effect of that vote could 
| reach him. 


Sut how was the condition of things 
changed since they gave their vote for the war? 
They accused the President of forcing them inte 
that vote; but had not the course which they so 
much denounced been going on for months before? 
Lind it 
not begn notorious that the President had advanced 
the army to the Rio del Norte? Why had not 
gentlemen fulminated then? Why not inte rpose 
before ourarmy was pushed into the gorge? Where 
was the patriotism of gentlemen then? But no; 
they judged rightly then. ‘They saw no wrong; 
they uttered no remonstrance. Mexico said ste 
meant to reconquer Texas to the Sabine. Were 


'| we basely to desert the State we had just admitted 
own legitimate effect without something to coun- | 


to our arms? Were we to let the army remain at 
Corpus Christi till Mexico had gained a right by 
prescription to all the country to the Nueces? No; 
if we believed Texas entitled to more, it was our 
duty to defend her. 

The country could not be deceived. Were we 
obliged to sit still, with hands folded, after Mexico 
had warned us she meant to resume her rights over 
Texas by the sword? If we believed their bom 
bastic threats, they meant to come not out to the 
Sabine, but to the Potomac. Was every nation 
to provoke and insult us at pleasure; and were we 
to be stigmatized because we had established mili- 
tary, law in provinces we had conquered by arms? 
Would any one talk so because conquered prison- 
ers were put in irons on board a ship of war to 
prevent their rising? It was idle, and got up for 
mere effect. 

Mr. M. concluded by expressing his hope that 
this debate would not continue. As a partisan, he 
could wish that it should; but he felt too well 
assured that gentlemen who indulged in such lan- 
guage as had been used in this debate, would fol- 
low in the downward track, and be consigned to 
the deep oblivion of those who had denounced 
their own Government, when engaged in a just 
and necessary war. 

Mr. BARKLEY MARTIN then addressed the 
committee. He said 

Mr. Cuatmman, I had determined not to raise 
my voice, either in argument or declamation, on 


| the subject which now engages the attention of the 
, committee, 


I came to that conclusion, because it 
is not at all unusual for young members in this 
assembly to speak themselves out of character and 


| out of notice. I thought [ would be a listener; and 


me by a magnanimous people, maintain their rights 
by a silent vote. This determination, however, | 
changed, on hearing the speech of my colleague, 
{Mr. Genrry.] I changed that determination 
when I heard his denunciations; and aithoueh on 


| yesterday, when he appeared to labor with great 
| diligence and much iteration to extricate himself, 
Let them descant on the |! 


yet he has not, in my apprehension, presented a 


| sub-treasury, on tea and coffee, on a national |) satisfactory explanation. Situated as I am at home, 
Mexico had perpetrated against us—her refusal of | bank, on Oregon and the parallel of 499, and they || Mr. Chairman—the immediate neighbor of the 
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President, our residences being only a mile and a 
quarter apart—I should regard myself as a traitor 
to my constituency, from whose bosom the Presi- 


dent came, were [ to refrain from exercising my | 


humble efforts in advocacy of his privtae charac- 
ter, which has becn denounced upon this floor. 
Mr. Chairman, | am abont to use Seripture 
lancuace, (A laugh.) The gentleman from 
Iridiana says we are getting very pious here. 
Well, Lam inclined to think that he does not stand 
in much danger of such an imputation, My col- 
league says he used the word “ lie” in a scriptural 
sense; and he said that he did not quote the residue 
of the pessage. I will quete it now. The pas- 
-** believe a lie and be damned.” Now 
mark. My colleague characterizes the message 
as nothing but a low demagoguical attempt to 
make the people believe a lie. Now, what is the 
ground of this charge of falsehood? Mark, Mr. 
Chairman, how I will fasten this accusation some- 
where else What is the alleced lie? Here it is: 


too. 


sare 18 


“The war was commenced by the President, and 


has been carried on by the President.’’ So says 
my collearue. He the President as 
nothing more nor less than an usurper since the 
commencement of this war. I call the particular 
attention of the committee to the language of my 
colleague in his recent speech on this floor, in 
order to refer them more explicitly to his course 
durine the last s My colleague 
says this isa Presidential war. He affirms that it 
was beeun by the President; and that, during its 
sident has been nothing but a 
erave charge. Let us carefully 
of falsehood. Would it not 
indeed, if, in the course of my re- 
marks, I should prove that my colleague has, in 
the most solemp manner, endorsed the lie which 
he has attempted to fasten upon the President? 
In the message of the President of May last, he 
says: [Ilere Mr. M. quoted from the message the 
declaration that war existed by the act of the re- 
public of Mexieo.] Now let me call you partic- 
ulor attention to the following item, which I find 
recorded in the Journals of this House of the last 
{Mr. M. here read the preamble of the 
hill of last session, declaring that war existed, and 
voting supplies.| Mark, Mr. Chairman, here is 
the declaration of the President that ** war exists 
by the act of Mexico,’’ re iterated in the most ex- 
plicit terms. But a few days ago, my colleague, 
in his place, declared that the war exists by the 
act of the President of the United States; that it 


represents 


ession of Congress. 


continuance, the Pre 
tyrant. 


1 
examine this charce 


This isa 


appear strange 


FOSSION, 


was beeun by the President, and that it had been | 


carried on by the President. Now, by reference 
to this Journal, I find it declared that ** war exists 
by the act of the republic of Mexico,’’ and not 
by the act of the American Government. 
I ask. are we not here clearly at issue? Is not the 
declaration of my colleague a few days ago directly 
in conflict with this declaration in the Journal? I 


find, sir, further, that amongst the yeas who voted*} 


sage of the bill, declaring that war ex- 
isted by the act of the republic of Mexico, side 
by side with the six Democrats from the State of 
Tennessee—and, Mr. Reporter, set it down in 
capitals, so that it may go to Tennessee with all 
the prominence that typography can give it—I find 
the name of Merepira P. Gentry! Now, I 
will not do my colleague the injustice to suppose 
that he would lie morally, politically, or seriptu- 
rally. But I wil] say, that his solemn declaration 
of last session, registered on the records of this 


on the pas 


ft 


House, was a true declaration—it was founded in | 


fact—it was founded by the history of the times— 


Now | 


| leg and an orthodox leg. ‘To punish the heretical || two parties on this question. 
leg—for he professed to be a very religious man— || 


| laugh.] 


THE CONGR 


1) 


| —gseven or eight?” 


r eee 


| heard the patriotic speech of my young colleague 
| before me, [Mr. Cocke.] [t thrilled my bosom 
with delight. I had looked across to my col- 
| leagues, and my eye was fastened on my colleague 
| from the western district, and I knew that he could 
| not vote that this war was by an act of the Presi- 
| dent; for I recollect well when all hearts were de- 
| sponding in this Hall, and when we lost all hope 
of the annexation of Texas, Tennessee, still b 
_ her representative, [Mr. M. Brown,] came forward, 
'and he introduced his resolution. It was taken 
up and adopted, and sent to the Senate. Now 
mark that act of warof Mexico. I say that I had 
| no apprehension as to the vote of my colleague 
from the western district, [Mr. Brown;] but when 


my colleague from Rutherford county district [Mr. | 
Gentry] was called, | leaned forward and anx- || 


iously listened. I asked, ** shall we stand alone 
pirn P. Gentry was called, and I heard that shrill 
clarion voice pronounce the word “ay”—I reflect- 
ed with a proud emotion that Tennessee presented 
on this floor a united front in support of this war. 
dut alas! a few short months pass away; the sun 
arose yesterday and was yet at the meridian when 
the same representative who, so bold and daring 
when the clarion notes of war first sounded 
throughout the land, like a true Tennesseean, 


| joined his voice in the patriotic shout of ‘ ay,’’ 


is now found an advocate of Mexico and of Mexi- | 


can aggression ! 
at the manner in which my colleague attempts to 
excuse himself. I am not much in the habit of 


quoting poetry, but there is a verse which just || 


now occurs to me, and is so applicable, that I 
must recite it. I say that the gentleman’s * ay’”’ 
on that occasion will 
“ Haunt thee like a wicked conscience still, 
That mouldeth goblins swift as frenzy’s thought.” 


I have one remark or two to make here in rela- |; 


tion to the moral 


influence of the course pursued 
by my colleague. 


} We are engaged in a war with 
aforeign enemy. I ask, whatis better calculated 
to nerve the arm of that enemy than the declara- 
tion that we are in the wrong? What, I ask, is 


more calculated to unnerve the arm of the volun- | 


teer from Tennessee than to tell him that his coun- 
try is engaged in an unjust war? The course pur- 


ISSIONAL GLOBE. 


And when the name of Mere- | 


Yes, and I cannot but feel amazed || 
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| prevailed. No lie was then rudely given, N 
| nsinuation of pusillanimity or meanness was ;), . 
| attempted. But now the gentleman said he w 
| liftup his voice and spare not, in order to « 
|| that he * was not afraid to speak!’’ Not afraid 
| to speak! Who doubted it? Who dare to ;, 
|| Sinuate that he who could in the coarsest 
|| denounce his opponent when he was a mile and a 
| quarter distant, was afraid to speak? Certainly 
|| a gentleman so chivalric, so bold, could neve }, 
|| suspected of being afraid to speak here or any. 
|| where else! I have but a few additional remarks 
|| to make, and I shall be as brief as possible. | q, 
_ not intend to arraign any gentleman. I come nq 

'| here toimpugn the motives of any member of 
House. But I come to defend myself againgt the 
charge of treason. And I might, perhaps, fing 
| occasion for some little personal insult, if it wore 
not that I have determined to have no controversy 

| here with the Mexicans or their adherents, Qj: 
| but Tam guilty of treason—why? Because I an 
represented as saying that the President is yoy 
guilty ofaviolation of the Constitution in carryjne 
onthis war. Why, Ihave shown you that this 
| war was commenced by Mexico; and I proved jt 
| by the solemn fact recorded on your journals, and 
|| endorsed by my colleague. Who has declared 
| this war? peony Congress ‘1s declared this 
| war. Congress has placed in the hands of the 
|| President the means to prosecute this war. And 
|| is it not strange the President, for doing the very 
thing which my colleague clothed him with power 
| to do, is denounced as atraitor? Is it not passing 
strange that the President, for executing the com. 
| mands of my colleague, is denounced by that very 
gentleman as guilty of treason? I speak in a scrip. 
| tural sense. [f I build up that which I destroy, 
|} am I not atransgressor? For what has the Presi- 
|| dent waged this war? Why does not the gentle- 
/ man ask himself why he voted for this war? The 
| President, he says, is carrying on the war without 
| telling us the ostensible oviects of the war. The 
|| gentleman says that ihe object of the war was to 
| relieve General Taylor and his brave soldiers at 
| Palo Alto. 


| 
j 


then 


Ould 


how 


to in. 
terms 


his 


| 


} 





But was that the way to relieve Gen- 
eral Taylor? If that had been the gentleman’s 
|| object in voting for the war, why did he not adopt 
|| the plan of the gentleman from Massachusetts, 


sued by my colleague at the last session, and his || [Mr. Hupson,] and, like another Cato, call upon 
conduct now, reminds me very much of an anec- || the President to ‘ disband his legions ?’’ 


dote I once heard of the hypochondriac in Europe, . 
who fancied himself to be possessed of a heretical 


|| Let us, Mr. Chairman, take a very brief view of 
|| the events—of the course of policy pursued by the 
I recollect at the last 
session of Congress to have witnessed—I say it with 


he was in the habit of removing all covering from || all respect—on the countenance of my friend some 


it, and exposing it to the chilling severity of the | 
cold atmosphere. I ask my colleague which is the | 


degree of writhing under the lash of the venerable 
' gentleman from Massachusetts, [Mr. Avams.] 


patriotic leg and which the Mexican leg? [A || The gentleman from Kentucky said he was in 


Is it the leg of this*session that he puts | 


| forth, or the patriotic leb of last session, which | . ' 
| was so triumphantly displayed in the defence of || whipped her enough. I agreed with him then; 


his country, that he now puts forth? In his re- | 


| favor of whipping Mexico into a peace. The gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts replied that we had 


| and I expected, from the manifestations he present- 


| marks yesterday, my colleague applauded the |} ed on that evening, that until this war had termi- 
President of the United States as a gentleman. He || nated we should have had no discussion as to the 


| admitted that he had always exhibited the courte- || 


| for the President, he yet came forward the other 


it was sustained, and it will b® sustained by Ten- || 
. 


nessee, 


Acain, for the sake of argument, let us admit 


that Mr. Polk has led; let me ask, who are his | 


I have been taught to believe that he 
who lies is guilty of a great offence, and that he 
who publishes that lie to the world is still more 
eulpable. Mr. Polk, then, it is said, has lied in 
this—that he has declared the war was begun by 
Mexico. But at the last session of the legislature 
mv colleague, under the solemn obligation of an 
onth, came forward and endorsed that le, and pub- 
lished it to the American people! Consistency, 
Oh consistency! what a jewel thou art! But in 
the eyes of my colleague, it would seem, thou art 
but the unshapely and opaque mass which the ig- 
norant would cast aside as a worthless pebble! I 
recollect well the feelings and emotions of my 


endorsers ? 


cheese of the meanest minion that shouted in 
1 


| President was Such as had uniformly commanded 
the respect alike of his oper friends and his po- | 
| litieal foes. 9 
the private relations of life—in all political contests || How ridiculous to call out to the President, ** Polk, 


ous and honorable character and bearing of a gen- || 


tleman. On one occasion my colleague stated that | 
he had met the President in a political contest, and | 
he bore testimony to the courtesy and politeness | 
of the President on that occasion. He stated fur- | 
ther, that he was animated by no personal ill-will | 
—no private pique—no individual hostility. But 
in the face of all these sentiments of respect, which 


|| fight when told that my cause was bad. 


causes of the war, but would press forward to a 
neace, to be obtained by ** whipping Mexico.” 
| But we have resumed our seats here, and instead of 
| unanimity, we find a very different aspect of affairs. 
Mr. Chairman,a longer time ago than I now choose 
| to tell, I used to do a little of what we call in Ten- 
| nessee “*fisticuff.’’ [A laugh.] ButI never could 
When I 
| fancied that I had received an insult, and my friends 


my colleague assures us he has always entertained || held me back and told me I had not sufficient cause 





to fight, I was forced to pause and reflect. Whicn 


day and declared on this floor that ‘ the personal || my father told me that my cause was not just, I 


character of the President was unworthy the ap- 


is train.’’ 


league knew well that the private character of the 


| 
And here | boldly assert, that in all 
in his native State—throughout his whole career, 
the President has maintained a character of spot- 
less integrity—a character that can be safely put 
in comparison with that of any of his accusers. 


It is for this House to determine, Mr. Chairman, 
whether the President of the United States was 


| treated with becoming courtesy by my colleague 


bosom when the vote was to be taken. T had just t 


on this floor a few days since. When, face to face, 
~ * e 

Greek met Greek—when my colleague and the 
President met in the political contest—courtesy 


|| reflected. 


How strangely inconsistent! My col- | did. What sort of a ridiculous attitude does he 


But when my friends said, ** Martin’s 
| in the right,’? I made——but I won’t say what | 
| present who calls out to a chap who, with coat off 
and sleeves tucked up, has spat on his hands, and 

gone at it real Tennessee fashion—‘‘ John, your 
|| cause is bad, b hip him like h—I1!"" [Laughter.] 
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| ou’re in the wrong, but whip ’em like d nt 

|| [Renewed laughter.) ‘‘Polk, you’re in an unjust 
|| war—you’re leading the country into a damna- 
|| ole war, but never mind, whip ’em like h—ll!? 
| [Laughter.] Now, Mr. Chairman, I admire the 
|| sincerity, I revere the aT of the immortal 
\| “fourteen” that voted against the declaration of 
|| war. I say to the gentleman from Ohio over the 
| way, (Mr. Grppines,] notwithstanding you have 
\) committed political sins of a high order, yet in this 
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